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4 This W eek— 


M. I. N. I. 


Members of the House Appropriations 
know something of the difficulties beset 
ting the operation of the selection system 
in the Navy and Marine Corps, as the 
result of the insistent questioning of 
Representative Ditter. And, as the result 
of that committee’s report, the House is 
now aware that “there is urgent need for 





By 


further legislative consideration of the 
Navy’s line officer situation.” The next 


step will come in one of the legislative 


committees. 
a * * 


From duty as a member of the War 


Department General Staff, Lt. Col. John | 


kB. Brooks, AC, USA, will leave Wash- 

ington in August to take command of the 

Air Corps Primary Flying School at Ran- 

dolph Field, Tex. It would appear as 

thongh the General Staff and the Air 

Corps were well interrelated these days. 
* ao * 

Rumors that Brig. Gen. Douglas C. Me 
Dougal, USMC, would come to Washing 
ton as a Marine Corps representative on 
the Navy General Board were set at rest 
this week with the issuance of orders 
assigning him to command of Parris Is 
land. However, there remains a strong 
feeling that the Corps should have at 
least one member on the Board. 

* ” * 


Rear Adm. Harold R. Stark, USN, has 


heen assigned to command Cruiser Divi 
sion Four. His experience as Chief of 
Ordnance for more than two years, which 
has een his rise to flag rank, will con 
tribute materially to the Fleet’s view 
joint toward those problems with which 
he is so familiar. 
» * * 

European Notes: Lt. Col. Martin © 
Shallenberger, Inf., USA, military attaché 
fo Austria and Hungary will return to 
the States in June to take duty with the 
13th Infantry, Ft. Adams. Capt. Harlan 


N. Hartness, Inf.. USA, completes his 
‘tudies at the German General Staff 


School, Berlin, and will report in August 
“8 Instructor at the Command and Gen 
eral Staff School, Ft. Leavenworth. Lt. 
“ol, Eugene Villaret, CAG, USA, 
temporary duty with G-2 in Washington 
Will go to Belgrade to become military 
attaché and military attaché for air to 
Yugoslavia, Greece, and Rumania 
* - * 
oiteater recognition is given the Marine 
rps Equinment Board in the assign 
ment to it of Brig. Gen. Frederic L. Brad 
man, USMC, and its transfer from head 
ere to Quantico where the members 
il have more space and time to work 
“it their problems. 
+ a + 

Designation of the 30th Infantry to 
‘onduct the tests on the experimental 
field uniforms and the proposed reserve 


_ ration is a tribute not only to that 
Mendid organization but «alse te its 
“pable and efficient) commander. Col 


ving J. Phillipson, buf. USA 


Elevation of Col. Herbert ©, 
(Please turn to Page 562) 


Gibner, 


after | 


Appropriations Committee Urges Corrective 
Legislative Action on Navy Selection System 


(Text of selection testimony begins on 
Page 552) 

Lengthy questioning of naval officials 
regarding the personnel situation, led the 
Appropriations Committee to report to 
the House this week that there is “a very 
unsatisfactory situation at present exist 
ing as to Navy line officers” and to urge 
legislative consideration of the conten- 
tious system. 

In addition both Representative Um 
stead, chairman of the Naval Appropria 
tions subcommittee, and Representative 
bitter, a member of that committee, per 
sonally appealed to the Naval Affairs 
Committee to take up the personnel situa- 
tion. 

During the consideration of the 1038 
naval supply bill, it was revealed with 
the publication of the hearings, the sub 
committee in charge of the measure went 
into the personnel situation in great de- 
tail, searching out facts as to the selec- 
tion system, the General Board report, the 


effect of forced attrition on retired pay 
and the supply of officers from the Naval 
Academy, and in the report on the bill 


devoted a page to a discussion of the per 
sonnel needs, concluding with the follow 
ing statement: 

“These facts and considerations should 
be convineing that there is urgent need 
for further legislative consideration of 
the Navy’s line officer situation, and raise 
a serious doubt as to the need or wisdom 
of continuing with four appointments to 
the Naval Academy.” 

The House Naval Affairs Committee 
the House body charged with considera 
tion of naval legislative matters—how 
ever, does not intend to go into the ques- 


Reenlistment Allowances 

Restoration of the payment of reenlist 
ment allowances, which now seems on a 
fair way to accomplishment as the result 
of the killing of the restrictive ban in the 
House on motion of Representative Byron 
N. Scott, was given support by Rear Adm 
Adolphus Andrews, Chief of the Bureau 
of Navigation, and Representative J. Wil 
liam Ditter in the course of the hearings 
on the Navy Appropriation bill. 

Representative William I. Umstead, of 
North Carolina, chairman of the subcom 
mittee in charge of the bill, sought by his 
questioning to justify the withholding of 
the reenlistment payments, but Repre 
sentative Ditter followed with additional 
queries, bringing out the justice and 
need of resuming the payments 

Excerpts from the colloquy follow : 

Admiral Andrews. The reenlistment allow 
ance for enlisted men, denied by the Economy 
Act, is now authorized by law but has not 
heen appropriated for. The situation in effect 
deprives men in the service of an allowance 
upon reenlistment which the law granted at 
the time they enlisted and which men now in 
the helieve they have a right to ex 
pect. 

Mr. Umeatead 
having enlisted persounel in the 


service 


You have no difficulty now in 
Navy to re 


enlist, have you? 
Admiral Andrews, No, sir 
Mr. Umeastead There are many tere tien 


Navy than can get in 
Page 562) 


who desire to enter the 
(Please turn to 


tion, unless the Navy Department initi- 
ates it, its chairman declared this week. 
Asked if his committee would follow the 
Appropriations committee's recommenda 
tion to investigate the personnel situation, 
Representative Carl Vinson said: 

“We will do nothing until the Navy De- 
partment submits some proposed legisla- 
tion.” 

Rear Adm, Adolphus Andrews, USN, 
Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, who 
was the principal witness called before 
the Hlouse appropriations subcommittee 


in its personnel inquiry, when asked this | 


week whether or not the Navy Depart 
ment intended to submit any personnel 
legislation to Congress in view of the 
\ppropriations committee's recommenda- 
tion, replied rather emphatically that it 
had no plans in this direction. 

But while the Navy Department and 
the chairman of the House Naval Com 
mittee continued to refuse to bring the 
personnel troubles into the open, despite 
widespread demand in Congress and in 
the naval service, the Senate Naval Com 
mittee laid the groundwork for an investi 
vation of the problem. Senator David 1. 
Walsh, of Mass., chairman of the Senate 
Committee, who has announced that his 
committee will consider the selection 
situation at this session of Congress, re 
venled that he had submitted a number 
of questions to the Navy Department as 
to the workings of the system. 

During the hearings on the naval ap 
propriation bill, in addition to Rear Ad 
miral Andrews, Rear Adm. Charles Con 
ard, Paymaster General of the Navy, Maj 
Thomas Holcomb, Commandant of 

(Continued on Neat Page) 


Gen 


Pass Navy Funds Bill 

The House yesterday afternoon passed 
the Naval Appropriation without chang 
ing a word from the text of the measure 
as reported to the House, All amendments 
were voted down. 

An amendment offered by Representa 
tive Umstead, chairman of the subcom 
mittee in charge of the measure, calling 
upon the President to invite naval powers 
of the world to meet in a naval arms 
limitation conference was defeated, 81-66, 
after Majority Leader Rayburn urged its 
defeat 

In offering the amendment Mr. Um 
stead made plain that he was offering it 
entirely on his own and had consulted no 
other members of the House or the ad 
ministration. Leader Rayburn, after 
spending some time at Mr. Umstead’s ear 
apparently urging him to withdraw it, 
took the floor and called upon the House 
to defeat the proposal. 

“While the amendment is offered in the 
highest faith and with the best of mo 
tives, I think it is a mistake. Whether 
we vote it up or vote it down we will be 
misunderstood. The measure should be 
viven careful consideration before being 
brought up,” Mr. Rayburn told the House 

\ number of amendments were offered 


from the floor during consideration of 
the bill. Several sought to withhold funds 


(Please turn to Page 563) 


Increased Strength For 
Dental Corps is Sought 


Enlargement of the Army Dental Corps 
to provide better dental care for person- 
nel of the Service was urged before a sub 
committee of the House Military Affairs 
Committee this week, 

Testifying in favor of the Collins bill 
to increase the officer strength of the 
Corps to 230 officers, definitely assign 8 
per cent of the enlisted strength of the 
Medical Department to duty with the 
Dental Corps, and create a Chief of Den 
tal Service who shall be an additional As 
sistant Surgeon General with rank of 
brigadier general, were a number of lead 
ing dentists of the country, representing 
the American Dental Association. 

Representative Ross Collins, D> of 
Miss., author of the bill, who several 
years ago led a fight to curtail the com 
missioned strength of the Army, was the 
first witness in support of the measure 
nnd introduced the other witnesses, Be- 
sides the American Dental Association 
officers, Col. Frank P. Stone, DC, USA, 
Chief of the Dental Division of the Sur 
geon General's Office, testified unofficial- 
ly in support of the bill 

Dr. Leroy Miner, president of the Den 
tal Association and Dean of the Harvard 
Dental School, told the subcommittee that 
he had visited Army posts in the Panama 
Canal Zone last summer and had found 
dental officers swamped with work and 
unable to care adequately for the dental 
health of the Service. 

“One officer had 2,000 patients, others 
at Jeast 1,600," he declared, “I saw a 
group of enlisted men numbering at least 
waiting in line for treatment. The 
average civilian dentist thinks that about 
300 patients is maximum number he can 
properly care for in a year, and seldom 
has more than ten or twelve patients a 
day. Under such conditions in the Army, 
only what we call emergency treatment 
can be given. That is not adequate dental 
treatment 

“This is really a health measure. But 
it is more than that. It is an economy 
measure, The lack of adequate facilities 
results in a decrease in the efficiency of 
the soldiers and in some cases to retire 
ment where the men become a charge on 
the Government, The increase in cost the 
bill would bring would be offset by sav 
ings in this way.” 

Colonel Stone 
that the present 
permitted only about 
men in the Army to receive adequate 
dental care. Only about half of the en 
listed personnel of the Service, he said, 
receive any dental treatment at all. Reg 
ulations providing that treatment should 
be extended to the dependents of person 
nel of the Service increase the burden, he 
added 


rey) 


told the subcommittee 
strength of the Corps 


2000 of each 1,000 


dental officers harassed 


“Not only are 
by the flood of work.” Colonel Stone 
stated, “But their work is often handi 
capped by the fact that trained enlisted 


personnel are often taken from them for 
assignment to medical duties, Distribu 
tion of enlisted men is handled by medicu! 


officers and the post surgeon may tran 
fer dental technicians to other duthe 
signing green men in their place Wi 


(Please turn to Page Athy) 
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Great Britain’s Plans to Strengthen Its National Defenses Discussed 


World-wide attention has been focused on Great Britain since its recent an 
nouncement setting forth its defense program for the next five years. The program 
which will cost $7,500,000,000 has caused some uneasiness in European countries, 
American newspaper editors feel, and is directed against the armament programs of 
both Hitler and Mussolini. Britain’s proposals are discussed in the following edi- 
torials. 


“It was to be expected that when Great Britain announced that it proposes to 
spend $7,500,000,000 during the next five years on national defense, there would be 
repercussions in other nations, among them the United States,” says the St. Louis 
Globe-Democrat, “Expenditure of such a huge sum, contemplating a loan of $2,000,000,- 
000 to get the program started immediately, might be construed at first glance as a 
challenge by England to the World. In the light of the ‘white paper’ just presented 
to the House of Commons by Premier Baldwin, it appears that Britain is willing to 
spend extravagantly to preserve peace. 

“The time for sacrifice is now,’ said Mr. Baldwin. ‘I believe our system of 
democracy can be preserved and I believe what we are doing will have that effect. 
Our arms may, if occasion arise, be used in our own defense. They may, and if 
occasion arose they would, be used in the defense of France and Belgium against un 
provoked aggression. They may, and if a new western Europe settlement can be 
reached they would be used in defense of Germany, were she a victim of unprovoked 
aggression.” 

The premier, while renewing allegiance to the League of Nations, indicated that 
Britain’s efforts for workable collective security will be directed toward the signing 
of regional pacts, but he did not indicate with whom. But the added: “The idea of 
collective security was that there should be such an overwhelming force on one side 
that no aggressor could start.” 

“In short, England still believes there is inherent honesty among nations; that 
a treaty is not necessarily a scrap of paper to be thrown away at will. Her diplomats 
will attempt to ‘line up’ interested nations in Europe to preserve a balance of power 
so that no individual nation shall become too strong. And it is obviously her belief 
that the best way to secure such pacts and to make them effective is to have sufficient 
strength of arms to enforce obligations. This seems reasonable enough. 

“Therefore, the suggestion that a rearmed Britain necessarily starts an arma 
ments race for the rest of the world is unfounded. Tokyo is said to regard the Lritish 
expenditure of $250,000,000 this year on its navy alone as warranting suspicion, in 
that it may upset the naval balance in the Pacific. There are already hints in Wash 
ington that our naval program may be expanded to match Britain's. We cannot see 
that secure defense of the British Empire necessarily starts a race of any kind. The 





his fingers at League sanctions. The new program will merely bring it back to 


seratch.” 


“Already there are intimations that it may be American policy to keep pace ship 
for ship with the British naval building program, which that already tax-ladep 
country accepts, in the present disordered state of Europe, as inescapable,” declares 
the Newark, N. J., News. “Admiral Leahy, chief of Naval operations, has indicated 
such may be our course, and it is obvious he speaks by the book to the extent that the 
suggestion is put out with the approval of his superiors. 

“Our right to parity with Britain is unchallenged, and it was reiterated at the 
London Naval Conference last year. Britain’s huge building program, amounting to 
$5,000,000,000 for replacements and $2,000,000,000 for new construction, has nothing 
volitional about it, it was forced on her by fear of invasion and interruption of her 
long bread line. It is clearly defensive, but at the same time will constitute a powerfy) 
offensive machine. 

“Britain’s defense problem is different from ours, situated as we are with thou- 
sands of miles of ocean between us and any comparable naval power. With her it is 
not only a question of invasion, but of preventing the starvation of her people by 
keeping her food ships running. 

“We may as well make up our minds that our naval building policy will be sub. 
stantially similar to Britain’s. Mr. Roosevelt is all for peace and the good-neighbor 
policy, and he believes one way to make good on these policies is to have a big, efficient 
navy. The personal interest that he has taken in the last day or two in the deadlock 
over the steel supply for new battleships indicates that he will continue to push for a 
big American navy. This won’t be building against the British. In fact, the strongest 
argument of the big navyites is that a big British fleet and a big American fleet would 
be the best guaranty that Anglo-Saxon civilization could have.” 


Under the heading “‘The Worm May Turn,” the Rutland, Va., Herald says, “some 
experts insist that the only way to insure peace is to prepare for war. Armaments that 
cost the little fellow so much as the proposed British plan promises to may end war 
but not because the enemy is intimidated. Instead the burden of taxation necessary to 
maintain such defense machines may cause the common people to rise up and demand 
the abolition of all armies, thus making wars impossible.” 

The Louisville, Ky., Courier-Journal says “this policy is a warning against aggres 
sion and an invitation to international cooperation for the maintenance of peace. It 
it directed primarily to Nazi Germany.” 

Along the same lines the Los Angeles Times states that “what probably worries 
Italy and Germany is that the program serves notice that if anybody starts a war, 
Britain proposes to have a part in it. Neither is in a financial position to enter an 
arms race with the British.” 





bald truth is that British prestige has been on the wane ever since Mussolini twiddled 





Urges Selection Action 

(Continued from First Page) 
the Marine Corps, Brig Gen, HL. C. Reis- 
inger, Paymaster of the Marine Corps, 
and Capt. Theodore 8. Wilkinson, chief 
of the planning division of the Bureau of 
Navigation were questioned by members 
of the subcommittee regarding the selec- 
tion problem. They defended the opera- 
tions of the present system. 

In response to an inquiry from the sub- 
committee, Captain Wilkinson presented 
figures as to the size and cost of the 
mounting retired list. The current year's 
appropriation for retired officers’ pay 
amounts to $8,297,701 providing for 2,775 
officers, while for next year the total cost 
is estimated at $9,000,000 to pay 3,011 re- 
tired officers it was stated. By 1948, when 
the Navy expects to reach the authorized 
legal strength of 6,531 active line officers, 
Caplain Wilkinson said that the retired 
list, including line, staff and warrant, will 
number about 4,182 officers and their pay 
will total about $14,100,000. No figures 
were presented as to the size and cost of 
the retired list should the Line of the 
Navy be increased to 7,941 officers in ac- 
cordance with the approved objective of 
the Navy Department to attain the num- 
ber of officers considered necessary for a 
treaty strength Navy. 

At the request of the subcommittee, 
Rear Admiral Andrews submitted a table 
showing the number of forced retirements 
during the eleven-year period 1934-44 
(published elsewhere in this issue in the 
text of Rear Admiral Andrews’ testi- 
mony). It was stated that the forced re- 
tirements for this period will amount to 
1,760 and that during the next seven years 

from July 1, 1987 to June 30, 1944 
1,480 officers of the Navy will be placed 
on the retired list as the result of failure 
of selection. The figures are for both 
Line and Staff of the Navy but do not 
include the Marine Corps. 

Much of the testimony regarding the 
operation of the selection system was 
directed to the possibility of curtailing 
the number of appointments to the Naval 
Academy and by reducing ‘the number of 
officers coming into the Navy at the bot- 
tom curtail the number which must be 
eliminated in promotion from one grade 
to another all along the line. Asked by 
Representative J. William Ditter, R. of 
Pa.. who carried on most of the investi- 
gation, whether the Service would suffer 
by a reduction in the number of midship- 
men, Rear Admiral Andrews said: 





“I think there is a certain advantage in 
having a number of young officers to be 
considered by selection boards, rather 
than to have a fewer number and select 
a larger percentage.” 

The Appropriations committee's recom 
mendation for a legislative consideration 
of the personne! situation was tied to an 
explanation as to their reason for deny- 
ing a request for a one million dollar ap- 
propriation for the Naval Academy to 
build an addition to Bancroft Hall to re 
lieve the crowding of midshipmen. In its 
report the Appropriations committee 
said: 

With respect to this item, the 1987 Budget 
included an estimate of $750,000 for enlarging 
Bancroft Hall at the Naval Academy, which 
was joined with a proposal to increase con 
gressional appointees to Annapolis from four 
to five. The Department later concluded that 
five appointments would provide too great 
an inflow of new officer material and recalled 
both proposals. At that time a calculation 
was submitted of the theoretical average num 
ber of midshipmen who would be at the 
Naval Academy on a four-appointment basis. 
The summation was as follows: 


Total, beginning of year ...... 2,363 
Total, end of year ............ 2,167 
Average number during year .. 2,265 


According to testimony given on the pend 
ing bill, an exess of 2,278 midshipmen pre 
sents a definitely unsatisfactory condition of 
overcrowding. 

Upon such premises, the committee does not 
feel that it would be warranted in recom- 
mending a $1,000,000 project at this time. The 
cost has advanced $250,000 since last year. 
There is another reason, and a very important 
reason, however, which has actuated the com- 
mittee in this matter, and that is the very 
unsatisfactory situation at present existing 
as to Navy line officers. The matter is one 
which should have consideration without de 
lay. 

The present authorized line-officer strength 
of the Navy is 6,531. That number was fixed 
in the act of July 22, 1935, and it was indi- 
eated at that time that it was the expecta- 
tion to be able to arrive at that number by 
1945. There were 6,257 line officers on the 
active list on Sept. 30, 1936. Normal attrition 
is estimated at 2.5 per cent. Applied to the 
total authorized strength, that would repre- 
sent an annual loss of 163 officers, while there 
will be an annually available inflow, on the 
basis of 4 appointments, of as many as 500 
ensigns. Selection does not help the situation 
materially when it is considered that the 
passed-over lieutenants, junior grade, and 
lieutenants— and 72 per cent of the authorized 
strength is in grades below lieutenant com 
mander, are not separated from the Navy 
but are permitted to be carried as additional 
numbers—the lieutenants until they have 
completed 21 years of service, and the lieu- 
tenants, junior grade, until they have had 14 


The matter is further com 
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years of service. 
plicated by the introduction of the aviation 
cadet, who has proven that a solution has 
been found for supplying a larg bulk of the 
needed flying-officer material It is very 
doubtful if the Congress would be willing to 
forsake this arrangement and revert exclu 
sively to getting aviation-officer material from 
Annapolis. These facts and considerations 
should be convincing that there is urgent 
need for further legislative consideration of 
the Navy’s line officer situation, and raise a 
serious doubt as to the need or wisdom of 
continuing with four appointments to the 
Naval Academy. They constitute additional 
justification for the committee’s refusal to 
recommend an addition to the dormitory fa 
cilities at the Naval Academy at this time. 

Representative Umstead, chairman of 
the House subcommittee on naval appro 
priations, in a speech on the floor Thurs 
day called upon the House Naval affairs 
committee to take up the personnel ques 
tion, warning that if no other solution 
is found by next year he will seek reduc 
tion in the enrollment at the Naval Acad 
emy. 

“Tam delighted to see members of the 
legislative committee on naval affairs 
present,” he said. “I have discussed this 
with some of the members of that com 
mittee, as well as with other members of 
the Tlouse. We did not wish to say at 
this time that the number of appoint- 
ments to the Naval Academy, this next 
year, be limited to three, but it is my per 
sonal opinion—and T am not speaking for 
the committee now that next year, 
unless some other solution to the officer 
problem be found, we shall be compelled 
to reduce the number of appointments to 
the Naval Academy to three rather than 
maintain it at four, as it now is.” 

Representative J. William Ditter, in a 
speech before the Tlouse yesterday, called 
upon the Naval Affairs Committee to pre 
pare corrective legislation to remove the 
Navy’s selections troubles and to curtail 
the growing cost of the retired list 

“Growing out of observations expressed 
here last year,” he said, “the Navy De 
partment had the General Board make 


an examination of the selection pro- 
cedure. During the hearings this year 


before the Appropriations committee we 
went into the question thoroughly and 1 
helieve a reading of these hearings will 
convince members that the Naval admin 
istration acknowledges that the selection 
board program is not completely satis 
factory. They realize that it involves 
the assumption by the government of 
financial obligations growing greater year 





by year. 

“As a result of the operation of the 
system there might be five officers whose 
fitness reports show that their service has 
been satisfactory in every way but as a 
result of the system only one might be 
selected while the other four are in 
voluntarily retired from the service, Such 
a program must be changed. Either the 
number of midshipmen at the Naval 
Academy must be reduced or some other 
way be found so that the cost may be 
reduced and the Navy can keep men whe 
have demonstrated their ability over 4 
period of years. 

“During the hearings it was suggested 
that a secret poll of officers of the Navy 
be conducted on the selection system 
Numerous complaints have been received 
from officers of the service by me and 
other members tell me that they also re 
ceive such complaints. It is my personal 
opinion that there is no reason why those 
charged with the administration of the 
Navy should object to a secret poll of the 
officers to record their approval or dis- 
approval of the system. 

“The effect of the system has to 4 
certain extent demoralized the morale of 
the officers. I believe that the morale 
would be materially improved were the 
officers to be able to look forward to the 
possibility of not having to face what 
many regard as the ignominity of having 
to retire from the service in which they 
served faithfully and given the best years 
of their life. 

“A suggestion has been made that 
punishment might be in order. Some sis 
gest that the appropriations committee 
might refuse appropriations for the pay 
of officers retired as the result of non 
selection. I feel, however, that to penalize 
the men already retired would not be 
fair. 

“May I call attention of the Naval 
affairs committee of the House and plead 
with its most distinguished chairman 
that corrective measures be introduced. 
referred to the Naval establishment, and 
some legislation be enacted which will 
correct the complaints that have heen 
made and avoid the tremendous increased 
cost of the forced retirement of men whe 
have demonstrated their ability as navé 
officers.” 

Later Mr. Ditter was questioned 
whether he thought the Academy should 
be reduced. He replied that he thought it 
should. He said a big bulk of officers 

( Please turn to Page 362) 
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Appoint Warrant Officers 

The following named noncommissioned 
officers have been appointed Warrant 
Officers, U. S. Army, effective March 1, 
1937 : 

Croyell, Charles W., 
ft. Sam Houston, Tex. 
Nendell, Ezra F., Mr. Sgt., 
Sqdn., AC, Randolph Field, Tex 
Moller, Christian H. L., Mr. Sgt., Fin 
rt. George G. Meade, Md. 


Mr. Set., Med. Dept., 


School 


Dept., 


Turner, Edward §8., Mr. Sgt., CA, S. Det., 
ft. Monroe, Va. 

Self, Roscoe R., Mr. Sget., Hdars. Co., 18th 
luf., Ft. Hamilton, N. Y. 


Smith, Frank H., Mr. Sget., Hdqrs. Co., 4th 


lof. Ft. Geo. Wright, Wn 
Wilson, Joseph J., Mr. Sgt., Hadqrs. Co., 
ith CA, Ft. Worden, Wn. 
Fastnacht, Richard H., Mr. Sgt., Btry. D, 


Wd CA, Ft. Rosecrans, Calif. 
Diehl, August P., Mr. Sgt., 
Monroe, Va. 
Rosaler, Beny, Mr 
Dunn, Albert A., Mr. Sgt., DEML, 
Whitehall St., New York, N. Y. 


Ord. Dept., Ft. 
Szet., Q.M.C., Ft. Niagara, 


RS, 39 


Richards, Frank, Tech. Sgt., QMC, Ft 
Hayes, Ohio. 
Wright, Leon, Mr. Sgt., QMC, Ft. Ethan 


Allen, Vt. 

Bufter, Walter S., Tech. Sgt., CAS Det., Ft. 
Vonnroe, Va 

Fraley, Daniel W., Mr. Szt., 
A, Luke Field, T. H. 


doth Obs. Sqdn., 


Mitchell, Edwin F., Tech. Sgt. QMC, Nich 
os Field, P. I 
Gritz, William, Mr. Sgt., Fin. Dept., Ft. 


Douglas, Utah. 


Durham, James E., Mr. Sgt., Serv. Co., 26th 
lnf., Plattsburg Bks., N. Y. 

bridges, Shem, Mr. Sgt., 13th CA, Ft. Bar 
raneas, Fla 

Bennett, Jesse, Mr. Sgt., Fin. Dept., CCC, 
list. of Arkansas, Little Rock, Ark. 

Borden, Leo A., Tech. Sgt., CAS Det., Ft 


Monroe, Va. 
(eorge, William C., Staff Sgt., Hdqrs. Btry., 
Ist Bu. Sst CA, Ft. Monroe, Va 


Arnold, William, Mr. Sgt., Ist Air Base Sqdn., 
\C, Langley Field, Va. 

Arsenault, John J., Tech. Sgt. 1th Obs 
‘adn, AC, Seott Field, 1 

Crowley, Jeremiah F., Tech Sgt., QMC, Ft. 


Ethan Allen, Vt. 

Clark, Jay L., Tech. Sgt., 51st Ord 
Ware Ord. Depot, Pedricktown, N. J 
Palmer, Omer L., Staff Sgt., Hdqrs, 
Mth CA, Ft Crockett, Tex 

Pearson, Gustave, Mr. Sgt., Iqdrs. Btry 
vA, Ft. Amador, C. Z 

Ogden, Paul O., Mr. Sgt., Hdars. & Serv. Co., 
“Ml Engrs., Ft. Logan, Colo 
Jacobson, Jacob C., Staff Sxt., 
Hdqrs Btry., C.Tn., 62nd CA, Ft 


Co., Del 
Btry., 


ith 


Hidqrs. & 
Totten, 


Partin, Ira, Mr. Set.. DEML, Tenn. Na 
omil Guard, State Capitol, Nashville, Tenn 


Kuster, George B. C., Tech. Sgt.. Hdqrs. & 
‘ry. Co. Sth Engrs., Ft. Belvoir, Va 
Goldstein, Joseph, Mr. Sgt., Fin. Dept., 


‘elfridge Field, Mich 
Kafer, Marvin L., Tech. Sgt 
Raritan Arsenal, N. J 


th Ord. Co 


Haywood, Monte N., Mr. Sgt., Ord. Dept., 
Ft. Ethan Allen, Vt 

Frawley, Herbert W., Tech. Sgt., 16th Sig 
serv Co., Ft. Myer, Va 

Frishie, William E., Mr. Sgt., Hdqrs, Btry 
“md CA, Ft, Monroe, Va. 

ares, Howard B., Mr. Sgt., Det. Enl 
~e- Office Chief of Infantry, Washington, 


(declined), 


ee welly n, Bernard J., Mr. Sgt., Hdars 
Oni 13th CA, Ft. Barrancas, Fla 
ran sch, Charles, Tech. Sgt Fin. Dept., 
“#nee School, Washington, D. ¢ 
oe Allen M., Tech. Sgt., Hdars. Btry 
7 A, Ft. H. G. Wright, N. Y 
“mpson, Jeptha, Sgt... QMC, Ft. MePher 


on, Ga 


reneeder, George, Staff Sgt., Med Pat 
“on Field, Fairfield, Ohio 


Sherlock, Thomas J., Tech 


Dept 


nt.. Cae. 





Inf., kt. Crook, Nebr. 

Kelly, Aidan C., Mr. Sgt., Btry sth FA, 
Schotield Bks., T. H 

Heitmann, John, Mr. Set., Engr. Sch. Det., 
It. Belvoir, Va. 

Dorski, Max, Mr. Set... DEML, (. & GSS 
Det., Ft. Leavenworth, Kan 

Felknor, Llomer S., Mr. Sgt., Fin. Dept., 
Madison Bks., N. ¥ 

Rooney, John B.. Tech Szt QMc, Ft. 
Ilumphreys, D. C. 

Morton, James F., St. Sget., Haars. Btry., 
th CA, Ft. Kamehameha, T. U 

McManus, William J., Tech. Set., Fin. Dept., 
Schotield Bks., T. H 

Pirisky, Joseph, Mr. Set 7th Observation 
Sqdn., France Field, C. Z 


Kuhn, Willard R., Mr. Set., Haars. Btry., 
4th CA (AA), Ft. Amador, C. 7 

Musgrove, Ora E., Mr. Sgt., Fin. Dept., Ft 
Riley, Kans 

Hammond, Charles W., Mr. Sget., QMC, Ft 


Nebr 


Crook 





New Navy Fitness Report 
A revised Fitness Report for officers of 
the Navy to its usefulness of 
reviewing agencies and to have it present 


crease 


as complete and accurate a description 
as possible of the officers reported on, w ill 
be issued by the Bureau of Navigation 
sometime this month. 

This form will be accompanied by cer 


tain advance changes in Article 137 of 
the UU. S. Navy Regulations and in the 


Bureau of Navigation Manual, and in ad 
dition there will Circular Letter of 
explanatory notes instructions for 


the general guidance of the Service in 
the use of Fitness Reports 

The most important changes in the 
form are 


1. In paragraph 10, where the report 
ing officer indicates his attitude towards 


having the officer reported upon serve 
under his command, there have been 
added a sub-head between “lL. Especially 
desire to have him?’ and “2. Be satisfied 


to have him?” the new sub-head being 


“Be pleased to have him?’ 


~ In paragraph 12, which covers re 
ports on various qualities of character, 
the qualities of “Moral Courage” and 
Perserverance” have been added: “Pres 


ence of Mind” has been changed to “Re 
aetions in’ Emergencies,” and there has 
been a merging of several other qualities 
The last sub-head of paragraph 12 “Apti 


tude for the Service” has been deleted, 
nnd there has been substituted therefor 
a onew paragraph 13 which will read as 


follows 

“In comparison with other officers of 
his rank and approximate length of sery 
ice, how would you des’ gnate this officer? 

“Outstanding, Above Average \ver 
nee, Below Average.” 

3%. The whole of paragraph 12 has been 


compressed vertically so that it} will ne 


longer be necessary to extend “Remarks” 
to the third page of the Fitness Report 
Form 

1. A new paragraph lo has been added 
in which the reporting officer states 
whether or not he has brought minor 
deficencites to the attention of the offi 


eer reported upon 





Naval Attachés 
The Navy Department contemplates the 
opening of three new Naval Attachés 
offices during the fiscal year 1938, It was 
made known in the course of the hearings 


before the House Appropriations Com 
mittee. The offices contemplated are: The 
Hague, Netherlands; Mexico City, Mex 


ico; and Guatemala, Guatemala. 





terially and the pay of other Federal offli- 
cials and of State officials has been 
largely increased, only a slight increase 
has been granted naval officers. 

“In consequence considerable hardship 
has been and is being experienced by na 
val personnel and, while the morale of 
the service remains high, financial diffi 
culties caused by inadequacy of pay 
necessarily detract from their entire de 
votion to the service.” 





Marine Chevrons and Insignia 
accordance with the report the 
Uniform Board submitted to the Major 
General Commandant Jan. 25, 1987, the 
following chevrons have been adopted as 
standard for the Marine Corps 


In of 


Chevrons—To be worn by 

First grade, line, Sergeants Major, Mas 
ter Gunnery Sergeants 

First grade, staff, Master Technical Ser 
geants, Master Technical Sergeants (Mess), 
Quartermaster Sergeants, Paymaster Ser 
genunts 

Second grade, line, First Sergeants, Gun 
nery Sergeants 

Second grade, staff, Technical Sergeants, 


Technical Sergeants (1.M.), Technical Ser 
geants (Mess), Drum Majors, Supply Ser 
eeants, 
Third grade, line, Platoon Sergeants. 
Third grade, staff, Staff, Sergeants (Cleri 
eal), Staff Sergeants (Mechanical), Staff Ser 
geants (Mess) 


Fourth grade, Mess Sergeants, 
Chief Cooks, Drum Sergeants, Trumpet Ser 
preants 

Fifth 
Field 
porals 

Sixth 
Cooks, 
first 

The following is a brief description of the 
above-mentioned chevrons 

Previous designation 


Sergeants 


grade, Corporals, Mess Corporals, 
Cooks, Drum Corporals, Trumpet Cor 
Assistant 
Trumpeters 


Privates first class, 


first 


grade, 
Drummers class, 


class. 





Ist grade, line, 3 bars and 3 ares, Sergeant 
Major. 

Ist grade, staff, 3 bars and & ties, Master 
Technical Sergeant 

"’nd grade, line, 3 bars and 2 ares, First 


omitting lozenge 
staff, 3 bars and 2 ties 


Sergeant, 
2nd grade Technieal 


Sergeant 


Srd grade, line, 3 bars and 1 are, Staff Ser 
geant 

3rd grade, staff, 3 bars and 1 tle, New de 
Sign 

fth grace bars, Sergeant 

th grade, 2 bars, Corporal 

6 grade, 1 bar, Private First Class 


lrumpeter, Drommer, Radio Operator, and 
Recruiting insignia will be discontinued when 
present supply is exhausted 
Chevrons 
will he 


ervieeable 


insignia now in stock and in 
and worn until no longer 
will be requisitioned for un 
the designations appearing in Marine 
rder 114, dated September 1 1086 
quartermasters will fill requisitions 
until stocks hand are ex 
proper substitutions will be 


and 
use issued 
and 
‘ler 

Corp 
Issuing 
submitted 
ted 


made 


on 


hau when 


Tl 


CAC Non-Com Promotions 


The following noncommissioned officers 


of the Coast Artillery Corps were pro 
moted March 1, 1937, to fill existing va 
enncies caused by the promotion of a 


number of noncommissioned officers to 
the grade of Warrant Officers 

To be Master Sergeant (Clerical) Teel 
Set. Clarence F. Grice, 11th CA, Ft. H. G 
Wright, N. ¥ Tech. Sgt. Robert G. DeLisle 
nad CA It Hancock N J Tech, Sgt 
Francis G. Lee, iq. 3rd CA, Dist. Ft. Mon 
roe, Va Tech, Sgt. Albert ITowell, 52nd CA 
it. Haneock, N. J 

To be Master Sergeant (Electrical) Tech 
Set. Harry H. Chase, Philippine Department 
Tech Sgt. Lucian G. Ogles, 6th CA, Ft. Win 
field Seott, Calif.: Tech. Sgt. Clarence EF. Hall 


beck, Hawaiian Department 





Sra CA, Ft. Rosecrans, Calif.; Tech Sgt. James 


R. Melutire, 10th CA, Ft, Adams, R. L.; Tech 
Set. Karl N. VanSeoyoe, Oth CA, Ft hunks, 
Mass 

To be Master Sergeant (Radio)—Tech. Sgt 
James EK. Reardon, Panama Canal Depart 
ment; Tech, Sgt. Carroll B. Hiekman, 4th 
CA, Ft. Worden, Wash 

To Be Technical Sergeant (Clerical)—St 
Set. hKugene M, Moore, Sth CA, Ft. Preble, 
Maine 


To be Technical Sergeant (Clerical) Subject 


to Examination— St. Sgt. Leroy EB. Ault, 68rd 
CA, Ft. MacArthur; St. Sgt. Charlies R, Miller, 

Det. of Knl. Men, O.C.CLA.: St. Set. Dorsey 
A. Miller, Panama Canal Department; St, Sgt 
James C, MeCrum, Sist CA, Ft. Monroe, Va 
St. Set. Kugene G. Mulling, Panama Canal 
Department 

To be Technical Sergeant (Blectrical)—St 
Set. Gordon L. Harrington, R-4016858, Ha 
Wallan Department 

To be Technical Sergeant (Mleetrical) Sub 
ject to Examination--St, Set. Ray W. Atkin 
son, Hlawailan Department; St. Sgt. Bauke 
VanWallinga, 3rd CA, Ft. Rosecrans, Calif 
St. Set. Arthur tall, 7th CA, Ft. Dul'ont, 
Del.; St. Set. John J. Odell, 14th CA, Ft 
Worden, Wash 

To be Technical Sergeant (Radio) Subject 
to Examination—-St, Suet. John A. Filkas, Ila 
wWalian Department; St. Sgt. Thomas Hl. Als 
ton, Panama Canal Department 

lo be technical Sergeant (Artillery) St 
Set. Robert R. Pennington, CA, School Det,, 
It. Monroe, Va 

To be Technical Sergeant (Artillery) Sub 
ject to Examination——St. Sgt. Ralph A. Suny 
der, Panama Canal Department 

To be Staff Sergeant (Clerical)——lfe. John 
R. Lacko, Hq. Det. 0th CA, Presidio of San 
Franciseo, Calif. ; Set. LeRoy V. Vaulkenberg 
liq. try. G2nd CA, Ft. Totten, N. ¥.; St. Set 
Theodore J, Lytle, Iq. Diry, 60th CA, Croc 
kett, Tex Set. Charles M, Stanley, Ilq. Btry 
Mth CA, Ft. Kamehameha, T. 1. ; Set. Hubert 
G. Cyr, Btry. “EB,” 7th CA, Ft. Hancock, N. J 
Suet. Roy K. Heath, Hq. Btry. 14th CA, Ft. 
Worden, Wash I’fe Isadore Robbins, Hq 
Det. Oth CA, Presidio of San Francisco, Calif 
vt. Charles BE. Teubner, Hq. Btry. Sth CA, 
it. Hamilton, N.Y Set. Wallace F. Hub 
bard, Ilq. Btry. 60th CA, Ft, Crockett, Tex 
Set. Guy D. Mangus, Biry “BB,” llth CA, Ft 
HW. G. Wright, N. Y.: Set. Harold I bishop, 
Ilq. Biry. th CA, Ft. Mill e. & 

To be Staff Sergeant (Electrical) Cpl 
lleury TT. Klopfer, Iq. Btry. Sth CA, Ft 
Mills, I’. I Cpl. Clarence J. Wilson, Serv 
Biry. Gtth CA, Ft, Shafter, T. I Cpl, ilar 
den Lh. hyrd, CA, School Det., Pt. Monroe, Va 
Sut. Thoma Wood lig. try. Sist CA, Ft 
Monroe, Va 

lo be Staff Serweant (Artillery)——-Set. Cyril 
G. llumphrey liq. Btry. 3rd CA, Ft. Rowse 
eran Calif Cpl. Henry C. Goodwin, Btry 


Bo’ Ist CA, Ft. Randolph, C. Z 





Navy Asks Court Transfer 


Secretary of the Navy Swanson asked 
Congress this week to enact legislation 
providing for the transfer of civil ot 
criminal prosecutions against maval per 
sonnel from State to Federal court 
where the act complained of done un 
der the color of their office or status on 
in respect to which they may claim ans 
right tithe or authority under any law of 
the United States respecting the naval 
forces 

Instances have arisen,” Seeretary 
Swanson said in a letter to the Tose 

wherein officers of the United States 
Navy have felt that they had cause for 
complaint and have complained to the 
Navy Department relative to the treat 
ment accorded them in State courts in 
cuses where they were defendent fon 
nets performed by them as the believed 
in the execution of the duth of the 
ollie 

Such removal procedure a isked 
already exists for personnel of the Arnis 
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Urge Army Dental Increase 
(Continued from First Page) 
must have some men assigned to us that 
we can train and assign to duty and de- 
pend on.” 

Declaring that dental officers should be 
able to take their problems direct to post 
commanders and other higher authority 
without going through medical officers, 
Colonel Stone said that the proposal in 
the bill for establishment of a Chief of 
Dental Service would “in a measure pro- 
vide a stop-gap” in this problem. He told 
the subcommittee that for 16 years prior 
to the World War, there was no dental 
representative in the Office of the Sur- 
geon General, “sheer force of necessity” 


bringing about the establishment of a 
dental division at that time. 
The cost of the bill, Colonel Stone, 


stated would be $87,721 the first year, and 
when the additional 147 officers which 
would be allowed under the provision of 
the bill fixing one dental officer for every 
five hundred enlisted men are obtained 
the increased cost would be $352,800 per 
year 

Dr. George B. Winters, of St. Louis, 
Mo., a past president of the American 
Dental Association, urged enactment of 
the bill to increase the efficiency of the 
Dental Corps. 

“The Army dentist is our dental mis- 
sionary abroad,” he declared, “He is con- 
sulted by foreign dentists as the repre- 
sentative of American dentistry. We have 
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led the way for the world, and we wish to 
maintain this high standard. The Army 
dentist being in this position, he should 
have time to keep up with developments 
in his profession.” 

Dr. A. B. Patterson, of Joliet, IIL, leg- 
islative chairman of the A.D.A., Dr. 
Charles D. Cole, of Washington, D. C., 
Dr. A. D. Weakley, of Washington, D. C., 
and Dr. C. W. Camalier, of Washington, 
D. C., the latter president-elect of the As- 
sociation, also appeared in support of the 
bill. Representative Chares Plumley, RK 
of Vt., urged approval of the bill and pre- 
sented a resolution in support of it passed 
by the Vermont Dental Association. 

No recommendation has been made as 
yet on the bill by the War Department, 
although the matter is under considera- 
tion. 


Coast Artillery Trophy 

The War Department has been advised 
of the award by The Coast Artillery As- 
sociation of its trophy for excellence in 
target practice to the 62nd Coast Artillery 
(Anti-aircraft) Regiment, Ft. Totten, 
N. Y. This trophy will be presented to 
the winning regiment by Maj. Gen. A. H. 
Sunderland, Chief of Coast Artillery, with 
appropriate ceremonies. 

The 62nd Coast Artillery Regiment is 
commanded by Col, Frank K. Ferguson 
of Riddleton, Tenn, The machine gun bat- 
teries are commanded by Maj. E. H. Talia- 
ferro, Jr., of Bunkie, La., and the gun 
battalion is under the command of Maj. 
L. D. Farnsworth of Salt Lake City, Utah. 
The scores registered by the machine guns 
and by the gun battalion were uniformly 
high throughout the year. 

This regiment was personally inspected 
by President Roosevelt late last summer 
at Ilyde Park, N. Y. Its equipment is 
new and of the latest type. 





Army Transport Sailings 

Chauteau Thierry—Arrives San Juan March 
8, leaves March 9; arrives Panama March 12, 
leaves March 17; arrives New York March 23. 

Grant - Arrives Chingwangtao March 8, 
leaves March 9; arrives Honolulu March 22, 
leaves March 23; arrives San Francisco 
March 29. 

Republic—Leaves New York March 18; ar- 
rives Panama March 24, leaves March 27; 
arrives San Francisco April 6, leaves April 13; 
arrives Honolulu April 20. 





Army Mutual Aid Association 

During the week twelve officers joined 
the Army Mutual Aid Association and 
thirteen members increased their insur 
ance to $6,000. 





THE 
ARMY MUTUAL AID 
ASSOCIATION 


Analyzes Policies and Reports on 
Life Insurance Companies 


Officers considering the purchase 
of life contracts should invariably 
secure such unbiased advice before 
closing contracts. 


Address 


ARMY MUTUAL AID ASSOCIATION 


War Department 
Washington, D. C. 











Construction at Ft. Huachuca 


The new housing bill now in process 
between the War Department and the 
Bureau of the Budget, will, it is believed, 
give greater recognition to the needs for 
construction at Ft. Huachuca, Ariz. 


It will be recalled that in the War De- 
partment bill sent to Congress last year, 
but not acted upon by that body, provided 
only $358,270 for the Arizona post. This 
total was divided as follows: Hospital, 
including medical detachment barracks, 
$200,000 ; Motorization housing, including 
garage and _ shops, $50,000; Recon- 
struction of water-supply system, $103,- 
770; Telephone construction, $1,000; and 
Gasoline and oil storage, $3,500. 

Items under consideration for inclusion 
in the new bill, it is believed in authora- 
tive quarters, would boost the total for 
Ft. Huachuca to $1,641,828. The motoriza- 
tion housing, telephone construction and 
gas and oil storage would remain the 
same, but the hospital item would be in- 
creased to $600,000 and the water-supply 
to $140,000, while the following items 
would be added: New post exchange and 
gymnasium, $100,000; Officers’ garages, 
$10,801; Other new construction, $17,598; 
Repairs to existing buildings, $156,379; 
Recreational facilities, $9,200; Heating 
plants, $291,250; Roads, $243,750, and 
Landing field, $18,250. 

It is not known what the attitude of 
the Bureau of the Budget will be nor the 
final recommendations which will be sent 
to Congress, but it is believed a bill will 
be approved for Congressional attention 
shortly. 





Air Safety Precautions 

Steps looking toward the operation of 
multi-engined airplanes in the Army Air 
Corps only by officers thoroughly experi 
enced and qualified were taken this week 
in the issuance by the War Department 
of a set of “Safety precautions.” 

“Ll. a. As a result of the constant and 
rapid development in military aircraft, 
their increased performance, and in 
creased cost to the Government,” it was 
stated, “it is increasingly mandatory that 
commanders of all Air Corps activities 
and Air Corps units exercise their re- 
sponsibility for the proficiency of the 
pilots and combat crews selected and that 
the pilots and combat crews be required 
to demonstrate a thorough operating 
knowledge of all instruments, controls, 
starting, ignition, fuel systems, and other 
special installations which they will be 
required to operate ; prior to their release 
for flight. 

“b. Multi-engine combat airplanes. 
The flying of multi-engine combat air 
planes will be limited to supervised tac 
tical operations of training of the as 
signed combat crew personnel, supervised 
training of pilots, not members of combat 
crews, assigned or attached to the or- 
ganization to which the airplane is as- 
signed, necessary engineering test flights 
by adequately trained operating crews, 
and ferry flights required for the trans 
fer of the airplane. 

“ec, Qualifications of pilots of multi-en- 
gined airplanes.-No person other than 
an active rated heavier-than-air pilot 
whose official record indicates that he is 
credited with not less than 2,000 pilot 
hours in military airplanes and who has 
held the rating of airplane pilot for not 
less than seven years and preferably of 
ficers holding a rating of military air- 
plane pilot as prescribed by the Chief of 
the Air Corps in accordance with AR 
95-60, with a normal accident rate, will 
be permitted to perform duty as comman 
der or principal pilot of any of the large 
multi-engined aircrafts, such as the A-18, 
B-17, B-18, and C-33 models or others of 
similar flying characteristics. 

“d. Ferry pilots.—When aircraft of a 
new model are to be ferried from a manu- 
facturer’s plant, the pilots selected will 
be those proficient in the pilotage of simi- 
lar models and in each case will be placed 
on temporary duty at the manufacturer’s 
plant for sufficient time to gain and dem- 
onstrate to the Air Corps factory repre- 





| sentative a thorough operating knowledge 
of the equipment to be flown, as pre 
scribed by the Chief of the Air Corps, 

“2. In addition, the Chief of the Air 
Corps, corps area and department com 
manders, and the Commanding Genera] 
of the GHQ Air Force will promulgate 
such special instructions, not in conflie 
with War Department regulations, as 
may be desirable or necessary to insure 
safe operation of aircraft.” 





Purchase of Autogiros 

The Secretary of War announces the 
purchase of 6 autogiros, complete with 
spare parts, at a cost of $238,482.18. Each 
autogiro is powered with one 225 horse 
power radial engine. 

This purchase was made following ex 
haustive tests by the Air Corps in con 
junction with the Infantry, Artillery and 
Cavalry during approximately 114 years 

These autogiros will be used by the 
Infantry, Artillery and Cavalry for ree 
onnaissance, observation of fire, carry 
ing of messages and command missions 
They have a speed of approximately 125 
miles per hour, a minimum endurance of 
2'% hours and in landing can clear an 
obstacle 50 feet high and stop within 150 
feet of the obstacle. 





Retire as Captains 

Athinta, Ga.—Master Sergeant Adolph 
Il. Lenhart, MC, Chief Clerk of the 
Corps Area Surgeon’s Office, Headquar- 
ters Fourth Corps Area, retired from 
active service February 28, 1987. He 
was advanced on the retirement list to 
the grade of Captain. Sergeant Lienhart 
is the highest ranking non-commissioned 
officer in the United States Army and 
has been so for a number of years. 


Master Sergeant Elmer E. Wilson, 
Detached Enlisted Men’s List (OR), 
also retired from active service Feb 


ruary 2S, 1987, after having served his 
country for almost 33 years. 

Ile saw foreign service in France dur- 
ing the World War from August 2%, 
1917 to October 12, 1919 with the Rail- 
way Artillery. He was awarded the 
Victory Medal for his service overseas 
Ile participated in four (4) major op 
erations. Ile retired as a captain. 
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The John C. Spencer, the fifth of seven 
g97-foot cutters to be completed for the 
Coast Guard, was placed in full commis- 
sion at the New York Navy Yard, March 
1, 1937, under the command of Comdr. 
Edward H. Smith, USCG. The Alexander 
Hamilton is scheduled for completion 
March 15 at the New York Navy Yard 
and the George M. Bibb will probably be 
commissioned about the middle of April. 


Pay and Allowances 

Rear Adm. Russell R. Waesche, Com 
mandant of the Coast Guard, testifying 
pefore the House Sub-Committee on Ap 
propriagions stated that the $69,929 in 
crease under pay allowances for commis- 
sioned officers was made up as follows: 

Automatic increases (longevity) $40,- 
(6: promotions $12,374; flight pay, $5,- 


20: new officers, $31,652; less savings 
resulting from retirements and deaths 
$19,443. 


Continuing he said: 

The increase over 1937 is occasioned by au 
tomatic increases in pay and allowances due 
to promotions and longevity, an increase of 
Sin the number drawing flight pay, and an 
average increase of 13 officers as a result of the 
commissioning of cadets to graduate from the 
Coast Guard Academy in September 1937. In 
Service July 1, 1936, there were 500 commis 
sioned officers and 2 instructors, Contemplated 
changes, during 1937: 5 retirements, 1 resig 
nation, 1 appointment to fill a vacancy as dis 
trict commander due to retirement—a net de 
crease of 5, which will leave 495 commissioned 
officers and 2 instructors in the Coast Guard 
at the close of the fiscal year 1937. Two re 
tirements and the commissioning of 18 grad 
uates from the Coast Guard Academy con 
templated during 1938, or a net increase of 
16, leaving at the close of the year 511 com 
missioned officers and 2 instructors, or an 
average of 511 during 1938, as compared with 
an average of 498 during 1937, a net average 
increase of 13. 

Forty-one commissioned officers are now 
drawing flight pay and 5 additional officers 
will be assigned to flight duty in January 
i037, making a total of 46 who will be on 
flight pay at the close of the current year. 
oe more officers will be assigned to this 

Ptering 1938, so that at the close of that 





USNA ’97 Class Memorial 


Annapolis, Md. A memorial to the 
Class of 1897 of the U. S. Naval Academy 
will be unveiled at the Naval Academy 
during the latter part of May in connec- 
tion with the celebration of the Fortieth 
Anniversary of the graduation of this 
Class, 

The 1897 memorial will be in the form 
of a limestone seat, architecturally known 
as an exedra. The material from which 
the seat will be constructed and the de- 
sign will harmonize with Bancroft Hall. 
The design of the seat is curved in shape 
with a carved dolphin at each end. Its 
principal decoration is a relief carved in 
the center of the back. This relief repre- 
sents the crest (or seal) of the Class of 
1897. The seat is twenty-two feet long. 
The design was approved by the National 
Committee of Fine Arts and the Naval 
Academy authorities. 

After careful consideration, a location 
was chosen for the memorial on the main 
walk in front of Bancroft Hall about six- 
ty feet behind the statute of Tecumseh 
and facing Bancroft Hall. Funds for the 
creation of the memorial were obtained 
by individual subscriptions from the 
Members of the Class of 1897. 

The custom of placing class memorials 
at the Naval Academy is one which in re- 
fent years has grown in popularity. Al- 
ready several handsome contributions to 





the artistic and architectural symmetry | 


of the Academy grounds and buildings ex- 
st as enduring monuments to classes 


Which have graduated from the Academy. | 


These memorials have come into existence 
through sentiments of loyalty and affec- 
tion for their Alma Mater on the part of 
staduating classes and the dedication of 
these memorials has coincided with some 
‘iZnificant class anniversary. The 


pros- | 


pect for the continuance of this practice | 


fives attractive promise of adding to the 


dignity and beauty of the Naval Academy | 


scene, 


year there will be 51 officers drawing flight 
pay. 

We expect to have in 1988 51 planes and we 
have not yet built up to the point where we 
will level off on the number of officers on 
flight duty. We find that approximately 51 
officers are all we shall need for aviation duty 
after we level off on the strength of 8 air sta 
tions, we now have, and 51 planes we expect 
to have in 1938. 

As I have said, we now have 40 officers on 
flight duty. Five more are going to Pensa 
cola this month for training, and at the begin 
ning of the next fiscal year in July we will 
Send 5 more, making a total of 50. This pro 
gram will be continued from time to time as 
conditions will permit. However, with the 
present set-up of 8 air stations and 51 planes, 
it is expected that about 55 officers on flight 
duty, including those under instruction, will 
suffice for our needs; and the increases from 
those who qualify in the training classes will 
be offset by the detachment of a like number, 
keeping the number constant at approximate 
ly OO. 

Questioned as to how many commis 
sioned officers the Coast Guard will have 
when it becomes perfected, Admiral 
Waesche said that “under the present au 
thority of the Congress, we shall have 
O88 officers and we will need all of them.” 
Considering the output of the Coast 
Guard Academy it will take 8 or 10 years 
before the Coast Guard reaches the sat 
uration point, so that officers would not be 
needed, except for replacement, he stated. 

Commenting on the $12,347 increase in 
pay and allowances of warrant officers, 
he said: 

There is no increase or decrease in the num 
ber of warrant officers. Increase in pay and 
allowances over 1937 is occasioned by auto 
matic increases due to longevity. 

The estimate for 1937 and 1988 contemplates 
carrying 168 chief warrant officers and 417 
warrant officers, or a total of 580. The in 
crease in warrant officers’ pay is due to in 
crease for longevity of $15,600, less a decrease 
of $3,261 due to retirement and other losses, 
or a net increase of $12,347. Six chief warrant 
officers and seven warrant officers are carried 
for flight pay during 1987 and 1988. No in 
crease or decrease in the number of warrant 
officers drawing flight pay is conntemplated 
in these estimates. None of the chief warrant 
officers on flight pay are pilots. Two of the 
warrant officers on flight pay are pliots. The 
total number of commissioned officers, war 
rant officers, and enlisted men actually draw 
ing flight pay during the current year 1937, 
are 46 commissioned officers, 13 warrant of 
ficers, and 165 enlisted men. 


THE SAD CASE OF 
COLONEL X 


Colonel NX retired this week and now 
draws retirement pay——his sole source 
of income, 

This is sufficient, of course, for the 
necessities of life. But Colonel and 
Mrs. X happen to like the luxuries 
too——a home of their own, a servant, a 
motor car, sufficient funds for hobbies 


















and travel, But they simply can't 
afford it. 
Don't let this happen to you. Our 
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men. It costs littl to keep up. It 
gives you complete protection from 
the moment you subscribe. And you 
can arrange to have it supplement 
your retirement pay at any age wish 

MM. 6) or . Fill out the coupon 
now and get the facts 


THE LINCOLN 
NATIONAL LIFE 
INSURANCE CO. 







Fort Wayne 






The Lincoln National Life Ins. Co., 
Fort Wayne, Indiana Dept. AN-303 
lam now years old, If I save 
an amount equal to $ a week in 
a Lincoln National Life Five-Star An 
nuity, how much monthly can I re 







tire on at age A mM? 
oho 

Name ... 

Street 

City 


Present Age 





State . 











INSPECTION 


proves they are always 


fresh! 





HETHER you are stationed 

on a fog-bound coast line, 
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a sun-baked cactus camp in 
Arizona—Old Gold now guar- 
antees you fresh cigarettes. 

Just ‘“‘inspect’’ a pack today 
and you'll see why neither tem- 
perature nor climate can rob 
these double-mellow cigarettes 
of their prize crop tobacco fla- 


vor. Two jackets of moisture- 
proof Cellophane (double-seal- 
ing) protect the luxury-leaf 
goodness of Old Golds. The 


extra jacket brings them to you 
as fresh as a “‘rookie in civies'’! 

Try a pack of double-mellow 
Old Golds today! Their fresh- 
ness and finer flavor will win 
you as surely asa “‘seven’’ wins 
on a first throw! 
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Contest, P. O. Box 9, Varick St. Station, New York, N. Y. 
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Dirigible Construction 


The Special Committee on Airships of 
the Science Advisory Board, appointed in 
1935 at the request of the Secretary of 
the Navy, has submitted a further report 
dealing with certain technical phases of 
its work in which it was emphasized that 
the Committee had not found anything to 
change its conclusions made in its first 
report when it recommended a continu- 
ing program of construction and use of 
lighter-than-air craft. 

In transmitting the second report on 
the technical phases of its work the Com- 
mittee stated in part: 

“It will be remembered that under date 
of Jan. 16, 1936, we submitted a first re- 
port dealing with the general question of 
policy ; and it should be understood that 
this was intended as our final statement 
and recommendation under this head. A 
following series of reports dealing with 
various technical phases of the subject 
was indicated at the close of this report, 
but we could foresee nothing in our fur- 
ther studies which could, in any manner, 
affect our general conclusions on the 
broad question of policy, and we have no 
further statement to make under this 
head.” 

The Committee, headed by Dr. William 
F. Durand, Professor Emeritus of Me- 
chanical Engineering, Stanford Univer- 
sity, and commonly referred to as the 
“Durand Committee” submitted a report 
in January 19386 in which it stated that 
“it is the unanimous opinion of this Com- 
mittee that the best interests of the serv- 
ices in which airships give promise of use- 
ful and effective service, both commercial 
and naval, require a continuing program 
of construction and use.” The Committee 
further recommended “that the Navy De- 
partment should continue with a posi- 
tive carefully considered program of air- 
Ship construction, including non-rigids 
and rigid ships of small or moderate size 
as service requirements might indicate.” 
It was also recommended by the Commit- 
tee that the first large airship built under 
such a program should be considered as 
a “flying laboratory or flying training 
ship” rather than an adjunct to the Fleet. 

The data just received are wholly tech- 
nical in character, the Navy Department 
said, and are now undergoing study, They 
are valuable contributions to the subject 
matter, and when time and opportunity 
afford it is the intention of the Navy De- 
partment to publish these data in three 
volumes for the use of scientists and re- 
search students, it was stated. The na- 
ture of the data is such that it will be of 
most interest to those concerned with the 
technical aspect of aeronautics rather 
than to the general public, the Navy De- 
partment said. 

Dr. Durand in making the report 
pointed out that additional Scientifie in- 
vestigations are underway and will be re- 
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ported upon as the data becomes avail- 
able. 

Other members of the Committee be- 
side Dr. Durand are: Alfred V. de Forest, 
Associate Professor of Mechanical En- 
gineering, Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology ; William Hovgaard, Profes- 
sor Emeritus of Naval Construction, 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology ; 
Frank B. Jewett; Theodor von Karman, 
Professor of Aeronautics and Director of 
the Daniel Guggenheim Laboratory, Cal- 
ifornia Institute of Technology ; Charles 
F. Kettering; R. A. Millikan, and Stephen 
Timoshenko, Professor of Engineering 
Mechanics, University of Michigan. 





Destroyer Organization 
The following organization of destroy- 
ers for the U. 8S. Fleet has been approved 
for the fiscal year 1938 and will become 
effective July 1, 1937: 
DESTROYERS, SCOUTING 
U. 8. FLEET 
Destroyers, Scouting Force, 


FORCE, 


Commander 
U. 8. Fleet, 
Destroyer Flotilla One 
RALEIGH—Flag 
DOBBIN—Tender 
WHITNEY—Tender 
Destroyer Squadron One—PHELPS, Flag. 
Destroyer Squadron Two—PORTER, Flag. 
Destroyer Squadron Three-—-CLARK, Flag. 
Destroyer Squadron Nine--SAMPSON, Flag. 
Destroyer Squadron One 
COMESDRON ONE 
PHELPS—Flag 


Desdiv One Desdiv Two 


Comdesdiv One Comdesdiv Two 
DEWEY (F) AYLWIN (F) 
HULL DALE 
MACDONOUGH (RF) FARRAGUT (RF) 
WORDEN MONAGHAN 


Destroyer Squadron Two 
COMDESRON TWO 
(1) PORTER—Flag 
Desdiv Three Desdiv Four 
Comdesdiv Three Comdesdiv Four 
DRAYTON (F) CUSHING (F) 


FLUSSER PERKINS 
LAMSON (RF) PRESTON (RF) 
MAHAN REID 


(1) To be organized in Ist Quarter. 
(2) Destroyer Squadron Three 
COMDESRON THREE 
CLARK-—-Flag 
Desdiv Six 
Comdesdiv Six 
CASE (F) 


Desdiv Iyive 
Comdesaw Five 
CASSIN (F) 


CONYNGHAM SHAW 
DOWNES (RF) CUMMINGS (RF) 
SMITH TUCKER 


(2) To be organized in 2nd Quarter. 
(4) Destroyer Squadron Nine 
COMDESRON NINE 
SAMPSON—Flag 
(3) Desdiv Seventeen (4) Desdiv Fighteen 
Comdesdiv Seventeen Comdesdiv Bighteen 
McDOUGAL (F) SOMERS (F) 


WINSLOW WARRINGTON 
MOFFETT (RF) DAVIS (RF) 
BALCH JOUETT 


(3) To be organized in 1st Quarter. 
(4) Will not be organized during Fiscal 
Year 1938. 


DESTROYERS, BATTLE FORCE, 
U. 8. FLEET 
Commander Destroyers, Battle Force, U. 8. 
Fleet. 

Destroyer Flotilla Two 
DETROIT—Flag 
ALTAIR—Tender 
MELVILLE—Tender 

Destroyer Squadron Eleven 
Flag. 
Destroyer Squadron Twelve 


HOPKINS, 


BORIE, Flag. 


Destroyer Squadron Fourteen—DALLAS, 
Flag. 
Destroyer Squadron Four--SELFRIDGE, 
Flag. 
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Destroyer Squadron Eleven 
COMDESRON ELEVEN 
HOPKINS—Flag 
Desdiv Twenty-One Desdiv Twenty-Two 
Comdesdivy Twenty- Comdesdiv Twenty- 


One Two 
BROOKS (RF) BARRY (F) 
FOX GILMER 
HATFIELD (F)* CHILLS (RF) 
KANE* WILLIAMSON 
GOFF* 


REUBEN JAMES* 

*Two destroyers (to be recommended by 
CinCus) to be decommissioned when HAT- 
FIELD and KANE return from European 
waters. 

Destroyer Squadron Twelve 
COMDESRON TWELVE 
BORIE—Flag 
Desdiv Twenty-Three Desdiv Twenty-Four 

Comdesdiv Twenty- Comdesdivy Twenty- 


Three Four 
LAWRENCE (F) PERRY (F) 
SANDS TREVER 
KING (RF) ZAND (RF) 
HUMPHREYS WASMUTH 


(1) Destroyer Squadron Fourteen 
COMDESRON FOURTEEN 
DALLAS—Flag 
Desdiv Twenty-Seven Desdiv Twenty-Eight 

Comdesdiv Twenty- Comdesdiv Twenty- 


Seven Fight 
MceCORMICK (F) SOUTHARD (F) 
BROOME CHANDLER 
SIMPSON (RF) HOVEY (RF) 
TRUXTON LONG 


(1) To be decommissioned in 4th Quarter. 
(2) Destroyer Squadron Four 
COMDESRON FOUR 
SELFRIDGE—Flag 
Desdiv Seven Desdiv Eight 
Comdesdiv Seven Comdesdiv Eight 
MUGFORD (F) DUNLAP (F) 


GRIDLEY TALBOT, RALPH 
BLUE (RF) FANNING (RF) 
BAGLEY PATTERSON 


(2) To be organized in 3rd Quarter. 
(3) Destroyer Squadron fix 
COMDESRON SIX 
McCALL—Flag 
Desdiv Eleven Desdiv Twelve 
Comdesdiv Eleven Comdesdiv Twelve 


HENLEY (F) BENHAM (F) 
HELM ELLET 
JARVIS (RF) MAURY (RF) 
CRAVEN MAYRANT 


(3) To be organized in 4th Quarter replac- 
ing Desron Fourteen. 





Selection Board Cards 

Selection Board cards will be mailed to 
officers when they are transferred to the 
retired list, the Bureau of Navigation has 
announced. 

In the past it has been the practice to 
keep these cards in the files for one year 
after the retirement of an officer and then 
to destroy them, inasmuch as the original 
fitness reports from which extracts are 
copied are always available in case the 
record of the retired officer has to be re- 
ferred to. 

In the cases of officers already retired, 


where Selection Cards are extant, such 
cards will be forwarded in the near 
future. 





Records for Examining Boards 


In Court Martial Orders No. 10 the 
Secretary of the Navy stated that 
“Where a_ staff officer has previously 


served in the same rank in the line of 
the Navy, held that his complete record 
in such rank in both branches of the ser- 
vice should be furnished a naval exam- 
ining board which is to examine him for 
advancement to the next higher rank. 

“In a specific case where this was not 
done the naval examining board was di- 
rected by the Secretary of the Navy to 
reconvene for the purpose of considering 
the officer’s complete record in his pres- 
ent rank, including unfavorable matter. 
In this connection, held that the exami- 
nation of this officer for transfer to the 
Supply Corps was not an examination 
for promotion within the meaning of the 
statutory restriction upon consideration 
of facts ‘which occurred prior to the last 
examination of the candidate whereby 
he was promoted.’ ” 





Navy Department Arrivals 
The following officers have reported to 
the Navy Department for duty in Wash- 
ington, D. C.: 
Rear Adm. W. S. 
Operations. 


Anderson, Naval 





Lt. Comdr. J. E. Hamilton, Bureau of 





Engineering. 

Lt. G. L. Purmort, Nav. Examining 
Board. 

Comdr. A. H. Yando (DC), Nav. Denta} 
School. 

Lt. Comdr. L. T. Haugen, (CC), USN, 
has reported to the Navy Department for 
duty in the office of Naval Operations, 





To Select 185 Lieutenants 


The Junior Line Selection Board 
which will convene in the Navy Depart- 
ment, Monday, March 8, 1937, will be in- 
structed to recommend 185 lieutenants 
for promotion to lieutenant commander 
and 270 lieutenants, junior grade, to 
lieutenant. 

The Board will consist of Rear Adm. 
Harry E. Lackey, USN, President, and 
the following additional members: 

Capt. Ralph A. Koch, Capt. George Y, 
Stewart, Capt. Arthur L. Bristol, jr, 
Capt. Abel T. Bidwell, Capt. William D, 
Brereton, jr., Capt. Charles M. Yates and 
Capt. William W. Wilson. 

Lt. Comdr. Paul W. Steinhagen will act 
as recorder, 





Marine Generals Assigned 


The Major General Commandant has 
announced that the following changes in 
general officers of the Marine Corps will 
be made in June, 1937, in addition to those 
previously announced. 

Brig. Gen. Frederic L. Bradman, U§S- 
MC, now in the advanced course, Naval 
War College, Newport, R. I., to President, 
Marine Corps Equipment Board, Marine 
Barracks, Quantico, Va. The Equipment 
Board, now at Headquarters, Marine 
Corps, Washington, ID. C., with Maj. Gen, 
Louis McCarty Little, USMC, as senior 
member, will be transferred to the Ma- 
rine Barracks at Quantico, Va., when 
General Little takes command of the 
Fleet Marine Force, at the Marine Corps 
Base, San Diego, Calif., in June. This 
Board will continue, as heretofore, with 
members attached to Headquarters, Ma- 
rine Corps and to the Marine Barracks, 
Quantico. 

Brig. Gen. Douglas C. McDougal, US- 
MC, now in command of the Fleet Marine 
Force, Marine Corps Base, San Diego, 
Calif. to Commanding General, Marine 
Barracks, Parris Island, 8. C. 





Marine Officers Meet 


Major General Commandant Thomas 
Rk. Holeomb of Marine Headquarters, 
Washington, D. C. and Lt. Col. Sydney 
Lee of the Brooklyn Navy Yard will be 
guests of honor at the first reunion 
since the World War of Marine officers 
who attended the first U. S. Marine Off- 
cers’ School, Quantico, Va., at the out- 
break of the War. The gathering will 
be held at the Yale Club of New York 
City, Friday evening, March 12. 

It is expected that more than 50) will 
be present, acceptances having been re 


ceived from all parts of the United 
States. The band from the New York 


City Marine Corps Reserve will be oD 
hand to supply music for the occasion 
and arrangements are being made to 
show motion pictures furnished by the 
Marine Corps Publicity Department. — 
The committee in charge of the din- 
ner and reunion are Daniel Bender, 
Stanley Burke, James Garvey, Samuel 
of New 


Meek and William B. Moore 
York City and Joseph Gargan of 
Boston. 





Engineering Postgraduates 

The following ensigns of the Navy 
have been selected for postgraduate in- 
struction in Civil Engineering: 

Joseph P. Plichta, Alexander C. Hus- 
band, William A. MeManus, John H. Lof- 
land, jr., and James A. Bentley. 

Ens. John J. Baranowski has 
selected as alternate. 
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THAN EVER— The result is precisely what might have been 
AT THE LOWEST PRICE! 


expected. There has been such a swing to the new . i ae 
: ?" , he f field | 6 1j BUILT BY CADILLAC FOR THE 
.a Salle as the fine-car field has not witnessed in : f . Es as = 
one : ae : FAMILY OF MODEST INCOME 
Itis d years. Within six weeks after its introduction, 
is ¢ oo : . = . 
ever oubtful whether the motoring public has almost ten thousand people placed their orders for =: 
t had a greater surprise than when it first Ot, antieiian wait 
lard the price of the new La Salle V-8. 5 
Here is the finest La Salie ever built— powered 
a 19% - oe ie : f 
a 125-horsepower V -8 Cadillac engine—increased 
i i ° 
0 wheelbase, size, comfort and beauty 
priced at only $1095*. 
_ And that is 
inelue 


If you are contemplating the purchase of a 

motor car anywhere above the very lowest in 

wat price—we ask that you, too, look at La Salle! 
Its low price—its low operating costs—and 

the delivered price, at Detroit— its unmistakable Cadillac quality—make it an 

ling all standard accessories ! extremely logical choice. 

"Delivered 

all 


price at Detroit, Mich., $1095 and up, subject to change without notice. This price includes 
standard accessories. 





Transportation, State and Local Taxes, Optional Accessories and Equipment— 
Extra. Car shown has white sidewall tires at slight extra cost. 


AND UP 
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SATURDAY, MARCH 6, 1937 
“I think this selection problem is so very important to the service at large that it 
should be, if possible, changed to come as near as possible to an ideal condition.” 
—Rear ApM. ADOLPHUS ANDREWS, USN. 





OUR PRIORITY LIST 


1. Upward revision of pay schedules for commissioned, warrant, and enlisted personnel, 
active and retired, 

2. Promotion syatema in the Navy Marine Corpa and Cost Guard openly arrived at, to 
assure justice in advancement, and atimulate morale. 

%. Fulfillment of War Department's modernization program; combat replacements and 
ausiliary vessels required by the Fleet, and Baker Board strength for the Air Corps. 

4. Resumption of reenlistment allowerces,; reform of retirement, pension and disability 
laws for enlisted men; and an increase in 9 ades and ratings, with compensation jor technical 
knowledge and skill required by modernization. 

5. A National Guard of 210,500 enlistmen with officer complement, equipment and 
training ; 14-day training for 30,000 Army reserve officers annually; funds for carrying for- 
ward the purposes of the Thomason act ; enactment of a sound basic plan plus requisite funds 
for personnel and training of the Naval Reserve. 

i. Revision of pension lows to assure widows of the Regular Services a living income. 

7. Compensation for service personnel whose privately owned automobiles are employed 
on Government lhuainess. 





THE EFFECTS OF ILL-ADVISED LEGISLATION upon National Defense are 
well illustrated by the experience of the Government with the Walsh-Healey Act. 
Anxious that the United States shall be strong enough to remain at peace and preserve 
its neutrality in the event of a general war, the President throughout his Administra- 
tion has acted consistently to increase the efficiency and enlarge and improve the 
personnel and materiel of the Army and the Fleet. But there has now intervened the 
Walsh-Healey Act, which imposes a 40 hour week upon contracting firms and places 
them at the mercy of the Secretary of Labor in the matter of wages and working 
conditions. Rather than subject their business operation to political control, the large 
material producers of the country have refused to bid on Navy contracts, or, as in a 
few cases, have resorted to subterfuge to escape the obligations of the law. Lack of 
supplies has delayed the construction program the President has brought about, is 
responsible for unemployment, and has added heavily to government costs. Assistant 
Secretary Edison, in a statement this week, pointed out that the expeditious and effi- 
cient conduct of a large-scale shipbuilding program demands a constant and un- 
interrupted flow of all materials in accordance with a prearranged time schedule of 
deliveries, Failing this he warned of a “stop and go” program, “which would greatly 
increase construction costs, cause labor discontent through interruptions of the con- 
tinuity of employment, and also result in additional cost.” Bids are to be opened next 
week for steel, and it is hoped the peace situation in that industry will induce manu- 
facturers to seek the business. But in addition to steel there is need of machine tools, 
hydraulic gears for ordnance equipment, refrigerating and air-conditioning machinery, 
Diesel-driven electric generators, electric outlet and feeder boxes, twine, ingot copper 
and steel, ete. As the Services well know, there has been thoroughly satisfactory 
cooperation in the past between the Departments and the producers. Such cooperation 
is menaced by the Walsh-Healey Act, which the President is determined to enforce. 
Foolish threats have been made by Miss Perkins to have tariffs removed, and Secre- 
tary Roper and a Congressional Bloc are talking about expanding the government 
plant in West Virginia to provide for national defense requirements. Removal of 
tariffs would be a serious blow to rising American prosperity, and years would have 
to be employed to develop the West Virginia plant to the point where it could take 
care of government calls. In the end doubtless the various industries will submit bids, 
but naturally they must include in them the extra costs for labor which are imposed 
by the Walsh-Healey Act. Thus an added burden is about to be placed upon the 
shoulders of the taxpayer, 


WHEN MEMBERS OF THE SUB-COMMITTEE on Army Appropriations meet 
next week to consider the 1988 bill, they should remember that, unless they take 
steps to correct the situation, part of the cost of operating the military establishment 
will continue to come from the pockets of the commissioned and non-commissioned 
officers of the Army. This anomalous situation results from the fact that a large 
part of the routine transportation of personnel engaged in government business on 
service posts and stations is done, not in government vehicles, but in private auto- 
mobiles for which the owner receives no recompense for fuel, oil, or wear and tear. 
Before the rise of automotive transportation the situation was not as bad because 
the government encouraged officers to own extra horses for which they were given 
mounted pay as a recompense, This pay for additional mounts, however, was re- 
stricted to one horse in 1930 and then eliminated entirely in 1983. Anyone who has 
even a casual acquaintance with an Army post, or a Navy, Marine Corps, or Coast 
Guard establishment of any size, knows the large volume of business which the com- 
missioned and non-commissioned officers conduct expeditiously through the use of 
their own cars. To and from the headquarters buildings, to the supply depots, in- 
spection tours, to the civilian markets, to the stables, to the commissary, and many 
other trips made day in and day out are undertaken and completed promptly in 
private automobiles. Official transportation is far too limited for such trips. It is 
xenerally admitted throughout the services that an automobile is a necessary part 
of an officer's equipment without which he could not hope to perform his duties 
efficiently. The solution to the problem would appear to be in the establishment of 
an automobile allowance to replace the old mounted pay in some such manner as 
that suggested before the House Military Committee by Major General Louis Bash 
when he was The Quartermaster General. To that end we urge members of the 
Military Committees in Congress to study the problem and report out corrective 
legislation. 














Swab’s Squab 

Jack Tar had just arrived at the old 
home cottage after voyaging about for 
a number of years. 

“Well, mother,” he said heartily, “how 
did you like the parrot I sent you?’ 

“Well,” said his mother dubiously, “It 
was nice and plump, Jack, but my—it 
was tough.” 

o 


Elevation 
Detinition—"Webster’s Collegiate Dic- 
tionary is authority for the following: 
‘Gentleman—Anyone above a yeoman.’ If 
you don’t believe it, look it up.” 
USS Tennessee Tar. 


——O———— 


Looks Serious 
“Daughter,” said the father, “is that 
young man serious in his intentions?” 
“Guess he must be, dad,” she replied. 
“He’s asked how much I make, what kind 
of meals we have, and how yeu and moth- 
er are to live with.” 
Illinois Guardsman, 


=f) 


Dual 

She—“Let’s sit out the next couple of 
dances, I'm tired.” 

Ile—"I guess you've been on your feet 
too much.” 

She—"Yeah! You and me both.” 

Camp Skokie Valley Review, 
———()- - —_ 


Predicament 
An Irish doctor was motoring along a 
lonely road. Suddenly he came upon a 
girl in distress. She was standing be- 
side a» new roadster. The doctor pulled 
up. 
“Can I help you in any way:” he said, 
gallantly. 
The girl smiled through her tears. 
“It’s this gasoline indicator,” she said. 
“You see, it’s standing at the halfway 
mark, but for the life of me T can’t re- 
member if it means half full or half 
empty.” 
Selected, 
ieniiiiined 
No Room 
Mrs. Newed entered the dining room 
and proudly placed the turkey on the 
table. 
“There you are, my dear, my first 
turkey!" she exclaimed, 
Mr. Newed gazed with admiration at 
the bird’s shape. 
“Wonderful, darling, he beamed, 
“and how beautifully vou have stuffed 
ot.” 


” 


“Stuffed?” she echoed, “but, my dear, 
this one wasn’t hollow.” 

USS Tennessee Tar. 
0 v 
Sample 

Sergeant's Wife “Sweetheart, can 
you imagine the thrill of having a mil- 
lion dollars?” 

Sergeant—"Certainly, Ducky! Just 
la t week, while you were away visiting 
your mother, T had a whole ‘buck’!” 

Contributed by GS. 
——_-o— 
You Send 'Em 

Humor provokers from Clubs and Day 
rooms should be directed to the Army 
and Navy Journal Humor Editor, 1711 


Connecticut Avenue Northwest, Washing- 
ton, D. C. 


Service Humor | 





ASK THE JOURNAL 


END your queries to the ARMY 

AND NAVY JOURNAL QUES. 
TION EDITOR and an answer will 
be given in this column as soon an 
possible after receipt. 











W. J. F.—According to the Quartermas- 
ter General's Office you are No. 44 on the 
eligible list for promotion to Technical 
Sergeant, Supply. There have been no pro- 
motions to that grade since December, 
1936. 

oOo 

. T.—-An enlisted man who will be 
eligible for retirement in a year may not 
be promoted to technical sergeant until he 
has held the grade of staff sergeant or 
higher for one year within the three years 
immediately preceding promotion, the 
War Department informs us. 


— —o—- 


Rh. S.—You are No. 10 on the eligible 
list for promotion to Staff Sergeant, Elee- 
trical, the Enlisted Division of the Coast 
Artillery Corps informs us. Sgt. Frank 
Rk. Romps is No. 4 on the promotion lis 
to W.O., AM.P.S. 


KF. E. Z.—You are eligible to take the 
coming examination in the Medical De- 
partment for promotion to the grade of 
Staff Sergeant, the Enlisted Division of 
the Medical Department informs us. 





IN THE JOURNAL | 








10 Years Ago 
The 29th U. S. Infantry, Lt. Col. A. 1. 
Singleton, celebrated its Organization 
Day with a review, after which the regi- 
ment was addressed by Brig. Gen. E. T. 
Collins, Commandant of the Infantry 
School, the Regimental Commander and 
Maj. B. E. Bowen. 
oS 
20 Years Ago 
Majors U. S. Grant, 3d, Max C. Tyler 
and William A. Mitchell, all Corps of 
Engineers, arrived in Washington Feb. 
26, 1917, and reported at the War De- 
partment. Major Mitchell was assigned 
to the Militia Bureau and Majors Grant 
and Tyler to temporary duty in the office 
of the Chief of Engineers at the War 
Department. 
_— 0 — 
30 Years Ago 
Preparations for the experimental gun 
and target tests of the monitor Florida 
are about completed. One of the 2-ineh 
guns has been removed from the vessel's 
turret, and will be mounted on her for- 
ward superstructure deck, which has beet 
braced to stand the strain. This gun will 
be fired directly over the turret. 
-_— oO — 
50 Years Ago 
Of the 108 officers now composing the 
Corps of Engineers, exactly one | alf were 
appointed from the four States of New 
York, Pennsylvania, Massachusetts and 
Ohio. 





Oo—— 
70 Years Ago 
Rear Adm. 8S. W. Godon, Commanding 
the South Atlantic Squadron, was at 
Montevideo in January with the following 
steamers: USS Mohican, Shamokin, Nip- 
sic and Kansas, 
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War Department 
Organized Reserves 


se 


OFFICIAL ORDERS 


Navy Department 
Marine Corps 


se 








ARMY ORDERS 


GENERAL STAFF CORPS 
GENERAL MALIN 


Col. Francis H. Lincoln (CAC), from 
Washington, D. C., to 9th CA District, 
sidio of San Francisco, Calif., sailing 


N. Y. Aug. 4. 

Lt. Col. James R. N. Weaver 
asc, Washington, D. C., to 
School, Ft. Benning, Ga. 

From GSC, Washington, D. C., to stu 
Naval War College, Newport, R. L: 

Lt. Col. George J. Richards (CE). 

Lt. Col. Robert H. Van Volkenburgh (¢ 

Lt. Col. Courtney H. Hodges (Inf.), 
Philippine Div., 
to GSC, Philippine Dept., Manila, P. I. 


(Inf.), 
student, 


CRAIG, C. of 8. 


GSC, 
Pre- 
from 


from 
Inf. 


dent, 


‘AC). 


from 


Ft. William McKinley, P. L, 


Lt. Col. John B. Brooks (AC), from GSC 
detail, Washington, D. C., to AC Primary 
Flying School, Randolph Fid., Tex., as com 
mandant. 

Maj. Richard K. Sutherland (Inf.), from 
GSC detail, Washington, D. C., to Tientsin, 
China, Philippine Dept., sailing from N. Y. 
May 19. 

Maj. Roy E. Biount (Cav.), from GSC de 
tail, Ft. Lewis, Wash., to Ist Cav. Div., Ft. 
(lark, Tex. 

QUARTERMASTER CORPS 
MAJ. GEN, HENRY GIBBINS, QMG. 
Maj. Henry Hockwald, from Ft. Sill, Okla., 


to O. of QMG, Washington, D. C. 


Maj. Lawrence 8. Woods, from Philadelphia 


Pa., to Asst. to QM, Ft. Sill, Okla. 

Maj. Albert J. Chappell, from Presid 
San Francisco, Calif., to home 
await retirement. 


his 


io of 
and 


Capt. Ralph W. French, upon his own ap 


plication is retired from active service 
fective March 31, with rank of Major, 
more than 18 years’ service 


» ef 


after 


Capt. Edward J. Morris, from Montgomery, 


Ala., to Asst. to QM, Ft. Logan, Colo. 


Capt. Wallace M. Allison, from present as 


sigument QM School, Philadelphia, Pa., to 
student, QM School, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Capt. Henderson W. Allen (PS), from 
Philadelphia, Pa., to Philippine Dept., sailing 
from N. Y. Sept. 11. 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT 
MAJ. GEN. CHARLES R. REYNOLDS, SG. 
Medical Corps 

Col. Raymond F. Metcalfe, appointed as 

Asst. to the SG, with rank of Brig. Gen., for 


a period of 4 years, beginning March 1. 


Bks., Pa. 


Lt. Col. William A. Hagins, from Ft 


Dept., to Letterman General Hospital, 
sidio of San Francisco, Calif. 
Maj. William TT. Weissinger, from 
Humphreys, D. (., to Ft. Bragg, N. C. 
Maj. Richard T. Arnest, previous 
revoked. From Ft. Bliss, Tex., 
Dept., sailing from 8. F., June 22. 


Capt. Dwight M. Young, from De 
Colo., to Philippine Dept., sailing from 


Col. Herbert C. Gibner, from Asst. Comdt., 
Med. Field Service School, Carlisle Bks., 
to Comdt., Med. Field Service School, Carlisle 


Pa., 


Bragg, 


N.C., to Army War College, Ft. Humphreys, 
D.C, 

Lt. Col. William D. Herbert, previous or 
ders amended to read: To Ft. MacArthur, 
Calif. 

Lt. Col. Harry D. Offutt, from Hawaiian 
Dept., to Edgewood Arsenal, Md. 

Maj. Dennis W. Sullivan, from Hawaiian 


Pre- 


Ft. 


orders 
to Hawalian 


nver, 
8S. F. 





UNITED SERVICES 
AUTOMOBILE ASSOCIATI 


Fort Sam Houston, Texas 


Service 
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Strength 


THE POLICY BEHIND THE POLICY 


IS WHAT PAYS 
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June 11, 

Capt. James B. Stapleton, from Ft, Banks, 
Mass., to Hawaiian Dept., sailing from N. Y. 
May 19. 

Capt. James 8. Taylor, from Ft. Adams, 
R. L., to Hawaiian Dept., sailing from N. Y. 
May 20. 

Capt. Jasper N. Knox, previous orders 
amended to read: To Rockwell Fid. air depot, 
Coronado, Calif. 

Capt. George E. Leone, from Ft. Jay, N. Y., 


to Philippine Dept., sailing from N. Y. 
May 19. 
Dental Corps 
Maj. H. Allen Winslow, from Ft. Slocum, 
N. Y., to Ft. Devens, Mass. 


Veterinary Corps 
Ist Lt. Velmer W. McGinnis, 
ington, D. C., to Panama Canal 
ing from N. Y. July & 


from Wash 
Dept., sail 


FINANCE DEPARTMENT 


MAJ. GEN. FREDERICK W. BOSCHEN, C. 
of F. 
Capt. Lee R. Woods, jr., from Ft, Hayes, 


Ohio, to Ft. Benjamin Harrison, Ind 
Capt. Oliver W. DeGruchy, from Ft 
Wash., to Ft. Riley, Kans. 


Lewis, 


CORPS OF ENGINEERS 


MAJ. GEN. EDWARD M. MARKHAM, C. 
of E. 
Maj. Robert G. Guyer, previous orders re 
voked. 
Maj. Alexander 8S. Ackerman, from Sacra 


mento, Calif., to Instructor, National Guard, 
Philadelphia, Pa., sailing from 8, F. June 1. 

Capt. Miles Reber, from Huntington, W. 
Va., to Asst. to Dist. Engr., Louisville, Ky. 

Capt. David H. Tulley, from Ft. Leaven 
worth, Kans., to Panama Canal Dept., sail 
ing from N. Y. July 8. 

Capt. Samuel D. Sturgis, jr., from East 
port, Me., to Asst, to Dist. Engr., Huntington, 
W. Va. 

2nd Lt. Alvin Berthold Auerback, previous 
orders amended to read: Appointed as 2nd 
Lt. in CE, Regular Army. From Rock Island, 
Ii., to Panama Canal Dept., sailing from 
N. Y. March 2, 


ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT 





MAJ. GEN. WILLIAM H. TSCHAPPAT, C. 
of O. 
Lt. Col. Roland W. Pinger, from Cleve 
land, Ohio, to San Francisco, Calif., sailing 
from N. Y. Aug. 13. 


Capt. George H. Bardsley, from Ft. Bliss, 


Tex., to Birmingham, Ala 

Capt. John P. Harris, from Washington, 
Db. C.. to Asst. to Chief, Philadelphia Ord, 
Dist., Wilmington, Dela 


SIGNAL CORPS 
MAJ. GEN. JAMES Bb. ALLISON, CSO. 
Lt. Col. Clyde V. Simpson, from Ft, Mason, 
Calif., to Chicago QM Depot, Chicago, Iil., 
sailing from S. F. July 7. 


Capt. Paul L. Neal, from Ft, Leavenworth, 


Kans., to Staff, SC School, Ft. Monmouth, 
N. J. 

CAVALRY 
MAJ. GEN. LEON B. KROMER, ©. of CAY. 

Lt. Col. Jack W. Heard, from Newport, 
R. 1, to Ist Cav, (Mecz), Ft. Knox, Ky. 

Lt. Col. Guy W. Chipman, from Ft. Knox, 
Ky., to student, Special advanced course, 
Naval War College, Newport, R. 

Lt. Col. John F. Wall, previous orders re 
voked., 

Maj. John T. Minton, from Ft. Meade, 
S. D., to Org. Res., Sth Corps Area, Tucson, 
Ariz. 

Capt. Joseph M. Glasgow, from Ft, Ethan 


Allen, Vt., to 11th Cav., Presidio of Monterey, 
Calif., sailing from N. Y. May 19. 

Capt. Frank G. Trew, from Ft. Monmouth, 
N. J., to 11th Cav., Presidio of Monterey, 
Calif., sailing from N. Y. Aug. 4. 

Capt. Juan 8S. Moran (PS), from Ft. Leavy 
enworth, Kans., to Philippine Dept., sailing 
from 8. F. Oct. 5 


Capt. Wallace H. Barnes, from Ft. Leaven 


worth, Kans., to Philippine Dept., sailing 
from N. Y. May 19 

From student, Cav. School, Ft Riley, 
Kans., to organization after name, Ft, Riley, 
Kans.: Capt. John B. Cooley, 2nd Cav.; 
Capt. Harrison H. DPD. Heiberg, 9th Cav.; 
Capt. Virgil F. Shaw, 2nd Cav.; Capt. John 


T. Ward, 2nd Cav. 
From Ft. Riley, Kans 

after name: 
Capt. John M 

Knox, Ky. 


to station indicated 
tethel, 18th Cav. (Meez), Ft. 


Cav. (Meez), 


Capt. Charles H. Bryan, Ist 
Ft. Knox, Ky. 
Capt. Claude O. Bureh, 13th Cav. (Meez), 
Ft. Knox, Ky. ; 
Capt. Harold Engerud, Ist Cav. (Mecz), Ft 
Knox, Ky. , ; 
Capt. Martin A Fennell, 4th Cav., Ft 
Meade, 8. D. 
Capt. Henry C. Hine, jr., 4th Cav., Ft 
Meade, 8. D ; 
Capt. Hugh F. T. Hoffman, 6th Cav, Ft 


Oglethorpe, Ga. a 
Capt. Lyman L. Judge, 11th Cav., Presidio 
(Please turn to Page 556) 


NAVY ORDERS 


February 25, 1937 
Harold R, Stark, Chief of Bu. 
Dept.; to duty as Comdr, Cruiser 


Rh. Adm, 
Ord., Navy 
Div. 3. 

Capt. Benjamin Dutton, jr., det. Naval At 
tache, American Embassy, Berlin, Germany, 
March 31; to Naval Operations, Navy Dept. 

Comdr. Lee P. Johnson, USS Relief; to duty 
as Inspr. of Ord. in Chge., Nav. Ammun, De 
pot, Balboa, C. Z. 

Lt. Comdr. Robert E. Keating, det. USS 
Houston April 10; to staff, Comdr. Battle 
ships, Battle Force, as aide and flag secy. 

Lt. Comdr. William F. Loventhal, det. com 
mand USS Dorsey in April; to home, relieved 
all active duty. 

Lt. Comdr, George F. Martin, det. 
ing Ship at San Francisco, May 1; 
relieved all active duty. 

Lt. Comdr. Adolph J 
Yard, Boston, May 1; to 
active duty. 

Lt. Comdr, Henry L. Phelps, det. Office of 
Judge Adv. Genl., Navy Dept., May 1; to 
home, relieved all active duty 


Recelv 
to home, 


Merkt, 
home, 


det, Navy 
relieved all 


Lt. Arthur CC, W. Baskin, det. Calif. Inst. 
of Tech., Pasadena, in May or June; to USS 
Ranger. 

Lt. Frederic A. Berry, jr., det. Calif. Inet 


of Tech., Pasadena; in May or June; to USS 
Yorktown as aerological officer 

Lt. Beverly E. Carter, det. Nav. Air Sta., 
Anacostia, D. C., March 22; to Asiatic Station, 

Lt. James BE, Cohn, det. Navy Yard, Wash., 
I. C., in May; to USS Northampton, 

Lt. Daniel W. Harrigan, det. Nav. 
Factory, Navy Yard, Phila., in May; to 
&B (USS: Enterprise) 

Lt. Jack Maginnis, det. Calif. Inst. of Tech., 
Pasadena, in May or June; to USS Wright. 

Lt. Harold i. Miller, det. VS 98 (USS Salt 
Lake City) in April; to VP 16F (USS Thrush). 

Lt. Ray A. Mitchell, det. command Kagle 
38 April 1; to USS Northampton, 

Lt. Rufus C. Young, jr., det. Inspr. of Nav. 


Aircraft 
Vi 


Aircraft, New York, in May; to VT SB (USS 
Knterprise). 

Lt. (je) John DB. Azer, det. USS S-34, June 
1; to USS 8-31. 

Lt. (je) Albert S. Carter, det. USS Texas 
March 15; to Asiatic Station, 


Dorsett, det, USS Wyo 
ming in June; to instn. Naval Academy. 

Lt. (jz) John EK. Kdwards, det. USS Was 
muth in June; to instu., Naval Academy. 

Lt. (jg) John S. Fahy, ors. Jan, 28 revoked 
Continue duty USS Waters 

IA. (jg) Walter M. Foster, det. USS Semmes 
in June; to instn. Naval Academy. 

Lt. (jz) Thomas J. Greene, det. USS Sara 
toga in June; to instn. Naval Academy. 

Lt. (jz) Nicholas Lucker, jr., det. USS Tar 
pon in June; to instn, Naval Academy. 


Lt. (jg) John ©. FP. 


February 26, 1037 
Lt. Comdr. Alva J. Spriggs, det. Bu. Kngr., 


Navy Dept., April 15; to Asiatic Station 
lA. Robert S. Hatcher, det. Mass. Inst. of 
Tech., Cambridge, in March; to Bu. Aero., 
Navy Dept. 
Lt. Theodore Wolcott, det. VS 118 (USS 


(Please turn to Page WO) 


1937 

Brig. Gen. Clayton B. Vogel, A&I, apptd. 
Adjutant and Inspector of the Marine Corps, 
with rank of Brig. Gen., March 1, 1987. 


Lt. Comdr. Wm, D. Smith, March 20, 1937, 
det. 4th Marines, Shanghai, China, to MB, 
NYd., New York, with delay in reporting to 
June 1, 1937. 

Lt. Col. Matthew H. Kingman, detail as an 
Asst. A and I revoked. 

Lt. Col. Thomas E. Thrasher, jr., May 1, 
1937, det. Hdaqrs., Recruiting Dist, of Los An- 
eles, ordered home to retire June 30, 1937. 

Lt. Col. Thomas EB. Watson, May 1, 1987, 
det. FMF, MCB, San Diego, to MB, NYd., 
Wash., D. C., with delay in reporting to June 
1, 1937. 

Maj. Allen EK. Simon, May 1, 1937, det. 
Hidqrs., Recruiting Dist. of New York, ordered 
home to retire June 30, 1937. 

Maj. Leland 8. Swindler, AQM, detailed as 
Asst. Quartermaster, March 22, 1937. 

Capt. Harry Paul, det. MB, Puget Sound 
NYd., Bremerton, Wash., ordered home to re 
tire May 1, 1937. 

Capt. Raymond A, Anderson, March 25, 
1937, det. Ist Marine Brig., FMF, MB, Quan- 
tico, to Depot of Supplies, Marine Corps, 
Phila. Detailed an Asst. Quartermaster, April 
1, 1037. 

znd Lt. Sidney S. McMath, resignation ac 
cepted Mar. 1, 1087. 

2nd Lt. Ted EK. Pulos, March 25, 1087, det, 
ML, NTS, Newport, to Basic School, MB, 
NYd., Phila 

2nd Lt. Philip C. Metzger, March 25, 1937, 
det. MD, USS Reina Mercedes, Annapolis, to 

(Please turn to Page 556) 
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| SERVICE NEWS AND GOSSIP _| 


Standardize OD Color for Officers Field Uniform—The darker shade of olive drab, 
for which officers of the Army have long shown a preference in the purchase of their 
uniforms, has been approved as standard by the War Department. A light shade for 
the “pink” breeches also has been standardized, but this is the same as now generally 
accepted as standard. In the case of the OD the War Department recognized the gen- 
eral service opinion in favor of the darker shade which actually has prevailed in 
practice in most parts of the service. 

This standardization of shades for the field uniform is taken to indicate the De- 
partment’s determination against any changes in the field uniform for some time. 
Some concern has been expressed lest the tests being conducted on the field uniform 
for enlisted men presages a change in the officers’ uniform, but the Department has 
asserted emphatically that any change that might arise out of the tests is between 
two and three years distant and that even if a change should occur then all would be 
permitted to wear uniforms in their possession as long as they are serviceable. This 
sume policy was carried out in the case of the new dress uniforms when it was an- 
nounced that the old dress blues still in possession of officers could be worn as 
authorized as long as serviceable. 











Flying Pay for Vice Admirals—Apparently chagrined at what they believed to 
be a legalistic interpretation of the restriction on flight pay by the Navy Department 
and a disregard of the intention of the committee, the House Appropriations committee 
has redrafted the flight pay provision so as to leave no doubt that vice admirals are not 
eligible for flying pay. The question came up when Rear Adm. Charles Conard, pay- 
master general, submitted a table of officers drawing flight pay, which showed such 
pay to one vice admiral as a “naval observer.” Representative Umstead, chairman of 
the subcommittee, stated that it was his recollection that flying pay for vice admirals 
had been eliminated and drew attention to the limitation carried in the current bill 
which reads: “No part of which shall be available for increased pay for making 
aerial flights by more than three officers above the rank of captain and below the rank 
of vice admiral nor by nonflying officers or observers at a rate in excess of $1,440 per 
annum, which shall be the legal maximum rate as to such nonflying officers or observ- 
ers.” Representative Umstead contended that this eliminated vice admirals entirely. 
Admiral Conard replied that it was his understanding that it referred to rear ad- 
mirals. At that point in the hearings a “note” was inserted stating: “The understand- 
ing of the Bureau of Navigation was that the restriction applied specifically to the 
number of rear admirals, and by its text did not restrict, nor by the hearings imply, 
the denial of flight pay to the one vice admiral now assigned to duty in connection 
with flying.” 

To that Representative Umstead replied: “By reference to the printed hearings 
of last year, I think it is quite evident that it was the purpose of this committee to 
eliminate flying pay for vice admirals. I suggest, Admiral, that you read pages 287 and 
288 of last year’s hearings. I might also suggest that on controversial matters you 
gentlemen might frequently refer to the hearings before this committee and get some 
help on the interpretation of any doubtful language in these limitations. * * * We shall 
try to frame that language so that there will not be any misunderstanding about it.” 

As a result the final bill as reported to the House this week carried a restriction 
as follows: “No part of which shall be available for increased pay for making aerial 
flights by any officer above the rank of captain, except not more than two officers of 
the rank of rear admiral, nor by nonflying officers or observers at a rate in excess of 
$1,440 per annum, which shall be the legal maximum rate as to such nonflying officers 
or observers.” 


Construction Selection Board—A Construction Corps Selection Board to recommend 
officers for advancement to the ranks of captain, commander, lieutenant commander 


and lieutenant will convene in the Navy Department, April 13, 1937. 
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The Board will consist of Rear Adm. William P. Roberts (CC), USN, presj- 
dent, and the following additional members: Capt. Lewis B. McBride (CC), USN. 
Capt. Ross P. Schlabach (CC), USN; Capt. Edwin G. Kintner (CC), USN; Capt. 
Herbert S. Howard (CC), USN, and Capt. James O. Gawne (CC), USN. 

Lt. William EF. Howard, jr. (CC), USN, will act as recorder. 

The number of officers the Board will be instructed to select will be announced 
later. 


Test Army Reserve Ration—The newly devised reserve ration for Army use in the 
field was given incomplete tests by the enlisted men of the 30th Infantry who par- 
ticipated in Fleet Landing Exercise No. 3. The tests were conducted during the tey 
day training period at Cabrillo Beach near San Pedro, Calif., prior to the commence- 
ment of the attack on San Clemente Island and also while on the Island. The ration 
was utilized only for the noon day meal. Officers of the 30th Infantry who took part 
in the Exercise drew the following conclusions from the test: 

The wooden box in which the rations are packed is easily handled from ship to 
shore. It is strong and not breakable even when roughly handled in transit. The 
ration fits the soldier’s pack very easily. The men were instructed to place the rations 
at the top of the pack and above their toilet articles and underwear. By so doing, it 
was found that they were easily removable. In a few cases, it was observed that the 
tip of the opening strip of the sealed metal container had to be loosened by the use 
of a knife before it could be inserted into the key. Otherwise, it opened easily. The 
fiberboard tubes were found to be easily opened. 

It was noted that about one-half the men used their mess kits when using the 
ration, though this was not found to be necessary. It was observed that the soluble 
coffee was slightly caked in some instances but this caused no interference in prepar- 
ing it. There was no evidence of crumbling with respect to the hard bread or the 
sugar. The chocolate component of the ration was found to be undamaged and without 
rancidity. 

Some of the men chose to eat the ration cold and others preferred to heat it. This 
was accomplished by immersing it in hot water form the unit kitchen in some in- 
stances. Others of the men heated their ration by placing it in an empty card bread 
tin, under which they built a fire, fueled by the fiberboard tubes. The ration assembly 
was found to be entirely satisfactory, though subject to further tests in order to 
determine whether it is sufficient to permit normal field action without undue hunger 
to the men for a full period of one day. 

The reserve ration is made up in two types,—A and B. In the former, the meat 
component, (tinned corned beef) has been included in place of the tinned pork and 
beans in the latter. Both rations contain soluble coffee, sugar, chocolate, and hard 
bread. Both rations are required to provide sufficient calories for one man for one 
day. Preliminary estimates indicate that the ration contains an excess of 500 calories 
over what has been scientifically computed as requisite to sustain the energy of one 
soldier for one day. 


Name Two Battleships—The two recently authorized battleships for which bids 
will be asked sometime this month will be named the USS North Carolina and USS 
Washington, the Navy Department has announced. Weighing 35,000 tons the vessels 
will cost an estimated $50,000,000 each. 

The North Carolina will be the fourth vessel so named, but will be the first 
completed battleship bearing that name. The first vessel named North Carolina was 
a 2,633-ton vessel, launched at Philadelphia in September, 1820. The second was an 
armored cruiser of 14,500 tons displacement, commissioned in May, 1909. The third 
vessel so named was designed as a battleship and was under construction at the 
time of the Washington Treaty for the limitation of naval armaments and all work 
was suspended on this vessel in February, 1922, upon the signing of this treaty. 
After the treaty was duly ratified the vessel was scrapped in accordance with the 
terms of the treaty. 

The Washington will be the sixth vessel carrying such a name. The first was a 
galley ship, captured by the British on Lake Champlain in October, 1776, while 
the second was burned in Delaware Bay by the British in 1778 before receiving her 
armament. The third vessel was a 2,250-ton ship and was in use for nearly 30 years, 
being broken up in 1843. An armored cruiser of 14,500 tons was the fourth vessel 
commissioned in August, 1906, the name later being changed to Seattle. The ship 
is still in use by the name, although it is in an unclassified section. Like the North 
Carolina the fifth vessel to be named Washington was under construction as a 
battleship and was scraped because of the Washington Naval Treaty. 

Upon completion of the North Carolina and Washington all of the 48 states will 
have had battleships named after them except Montana and South Dakota. Battle 
ships under construction which were named after these two states were scrapped in 
accordance with terms of the Washington Treaty and were never completed. 


Army Officers to Naval War College—Orders issued this week announced the 
designation of the following Army officers as students at the Naval War College, 
Newport, R. I.: Lt. Col. George J. Richards, CE, Lt. Col. Robert H. Van Volkenburgh. 
CAC, Lt. Col. Jonathan W. Anderson, FA, Lt. Col. William FE. Lind, (Maj.), AC, and 
Lt. Col. Guy W. Chipman, Cay. 


May Boost Fleet Air Importance— Officers in the fleet are anticipating the likelihood 
that within the next year, the organization of the fleet will be modified by detaching 
all aircraft carriers and aircraft tenders from the battle force as at present organized, 
and reforming these ships into a separate command operating under the commander- 
in-chief of the U. S. Fleet. If and when this change is made effective the flag oflicer 
who is assigned to command the aircraft units of the fleet will be given the rank of 
admiral, The existing organization of the aircraft units in the fleet places them under 
the commander battle force, the unit commander having the rank of vice admiral. 

The air components of the fleet are growing rapidly both in numbers and in im- 
portance in fleet strategy and tactics. This is evidenced by the fact that only three 
years ago, the rank of commander aircraft, battle force was rear admiral. In 1934, 
with the approval of the then commander-in-chief of the U. 8. Fleet, Admiral Joseph 
M. Reeves, the rank of the commander aircraft, battle force, was advanced to vice 
admiral and the command was given to Vice Admiral Henry V. Butler. 

Within the coming 18 months, the strength of the aircraft units in the fleet will 
be enormously increased by the commissioning of the new carriers Yorktown, Wasp, 
and Enterprise. When these vessels are ready to join the fleet, they will be added to 
the existing carriers, Ranger, Saratoga, Lexington,*and the fleet aircraft tenders, 
Wright and Langley. Altogether, these will comprise a mighty force of carriers and 
tenders, which, together with their planes and officer and enlisted personnel, consti- 
tute a command commensurate with the rank of admiral. It is believed that Congress 
would make provision for an additional admiral for command of the fleet aircraft ip 
the event that recommendation were made in this connection. 


Transportation of Navy Enlisted Dependents—The Comptroller General, in a de- 
cision made public this week, held that a Navy enlisted man is not entitled to reim- 
bursement for cost of commercial transportation of dependents for travel performed 
under orders to a new station for “temporary duty,” notwithstanding the duty con- 
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tinues for a period in excess of six months, and a subsequent administrative deter- 
mination that the duty is permanent. 

The ruling was made in response to a request from Freeman Carter Jones, CSK, 
now at the office of the U. S. Navy Representative, Texas Centennial Exposition. He 
was transferred there from San Pedro in March of 1936 and seeks payment for the 
cost of transporting his dependents. 

The comptroller asserted: “Since your orders classed the duty in question as 
“emporary,” the fact that it lasted over a period of six months or more does not 
change that classification. The subsequent statement of the Bureau of Navigation 
that your orders were incorrectly worded and that the duty assigned is considered 
permanent can have no retroactive effect as affects your right to transportation of 
your dependents. When the travel of your wife to the new station was completed, 
the change of station was temporary and under such change you are not entitled 
to transportation of dependents at Government expense.” 


Ship Engine Watches—The long range policy of the fleet looking to the training 
of a sufficient number of junior officers to take over engine watches of the ships in 
the fleet has now attained fruition and in consequence, the engine room watches 
are now manned largely by commissioned officers, thus placing the operation of the 
machinery of combatant ships (except destroyers and other small craft), on a com 
parable footing with watches on the bridge. 

In pursuance of the fleet’s mission to train sufficient numbers of junior commis 
sioned officers in engineering and for duty as engineering watch officers, the fleet has 
found it practicable to put into effect, a long deferred policy of assigning warrant 
officers (for engineering duty), exclusively to the care and maintenance of the ma 
chinery and boilers. The effect of the consummated changes has been two fold. First, 
the junior officers, attached to the engineer department, have acquired the needed 
responsibility in engineer watches as well as the practical experience that accom 
panies such responsibility. They have, moreover, brought to the engine room, the 
same degree of naval precision of operating that obtains on the bridge at sea in 
formation. Secondly, the change has released the warrant machinists from watch 
duty, thus enabling them to devote full time to work that is concerned with the 
efficient upkeep of all units of the power plant. The net result of the change in policy 
has been a marked increase in the operating efficiency of the fleet, together with a 
higher degree of readiness for service than heretofore in the engineering depart 
ments, and a lessened amount of time that is required to be spent at navy yards 
for machinery repairs. Warrant machinists are now performing the duty for which 
they were primarily created when the grade of warrant machinist was established, 

namely the repair and upkeep of machinery and boilers. The extent of the changes 
in this connection that have now been made effective, may be measured by reference 
to the engineering organizations of the ships of the battleship fleet that circum 
navigated the world thirty years ago. Throughout the duration of this cruise, all 
engineering watches were stood by warrant machinists. Only one officer in the en 
gineer department was a commissioned officer. He was the “senior engineer officer.” 
The highly satisfactory results in fleet efficiency that have followed from the training 
of naval academy graduates in engineering at sea have flowed primarily from Depart- 
mental policy to select junior officers for postgraduate work in engineering which has 
been followed by assignments to duty afloat in the engineer department in the fleet. 


Marine Corps March 1 Promotions—Incident to the retirement of Brig. Gen, David 
D. Porter, Capt. Solon C. Kemon, Capt. Edward G. Huefe, Capt. Howard B. Enyart 
and ist Lt. Mortimer S. Crawford of the Marine Corps on March 1, the following 
officers became due for promotion : 

Col. Clayton B. Vogel to Adjutant and Inspector with rank of Brigadier general, 
Lt. Col. Joseph A. Rossell, Maj. William B. Croka, Capt. John K. Martenstein, Capt. 
John Kaluf, Ist Lt. John B. Hill and Ist Lt. James R. Hester. 


tendered them by foreign governments in ap 
of services rendered. 

ACTION ON BILLS 

Army 

S. 464. For the relief of certain disbursing 
officers and for the settlement of individual 
to the Fleet Naval Reserve. claims approved by the War Department. Re 
Magnuson, H. R. 5247. Regulating the per- | ported to Senate by Committee on Claims, 
formance of work by the enlisted or commis- H. R. 2772. For the relief of certain dis 
sioned personnel of the Navy, Army and Coast bursing officers and for the settlement of in- 
Guard. dividual claims approved by the War Depart- 
Hill of Ala., H. R. 5288. To amend the act ment. Passed by House, March 2. 
of Congress entitled “An Act to provide for S. Con. Res. 5. To recognize April 6 of each 
the protection and preservation of domestic year as Army Day. Reported to Senate by 


Service Legislative Summary 
BILLS INTRODUCED 


General 
Barden, H. R. 5233. To provide for the 
transfer of enlisted men of the Coast Guard 


preciation 





sources of tin,” approved Feb. 15, 1936. 
Army 

Maas, H. R. 5118. To provide that pilots 
employed by companies carrying mail by air- 
craft shall be organized as an aviation re- 
serve, 

Jenkins of Ohio, H. R. 5201. To correct 
the military record of Oberlin M. Carter, 
formerly captain, CE, USA, to show that the 
judgment of court martial in his case is un- 
lawful and invalid. 

Sheppard, 8.1773. To appoint Albert Fensch 
to the rank of captain and adjutant gen- 
eral, USA. 

Réece of Tenn., H. R. 5302. To authorize the 
coinage of 50-cent pieces in commemoration 
of the twenti¢éth anniversary of the organi- 
zation of the Forty-second (Rainbow) Divi- 
sion, USA, 

Navy 

Maas, H. R. 5116. To provide for the ap- 
Pointment of midshipmen in the Naval Acad- 
emy through civil-service examination. 

Maas, H. R. 5117. To require that naval 
and marine officers assigned to command avia- 
tion units shall have at least ten years’ ex- 
perience in aviation. 

Boland, of Pa., H. R. 5120. To give war- 
rant officers and chief warrant officers of the 
Navy the pay of the first four pay periods 
fixed for commissioned officers. 

Maas, H. R. 5137. To increase the commis- 
Sioned and enlisted strength of the Marine 
Corps. 

PA presen. of W. Va., H. Res. 139. Authorizing 
€ appointment of a select committee of the 
Ouse to inspect the naval ordnance plant 

of South Charleston, W. Va. 

a Vinson, of Ga., H. R. 5227. To authorize 

listed Officers of Navy and officers and en- 

men men of Marine Corps to accept such 
als, orders, and decorations as have been 





Committee on Military Affairs. 
Navy 

H. R. 4687. Reimbursing personnel for loss 
of personal effects in a fire at naval training 
station, Hampton Roads, Va., Feb. 21, 1927. 
Reported to House by Committee on Claims, 

H. R. 4688. Reimbursing personnel for loss 
of personal effects during a hurricane in 
Samoa, Jan. 15, 1931. Reported to House by 
Committee on Claims. 

H. R. 4689. To provide an additional sum 
for reimbursing personnel of Navy and Ma- 
rine Corps for loss of personal effects in an 
earthquake at Managua, Nicaragua, March 
31, 1931. Reported to House by Committee on 
Claims. 

H. R. 4690. Reimbursing personnel for loss 
of personal effects in a fire at Navy Yard, 
Washington, D. C., July 16, 1935. Reported to 
House by Committee on Claims. 

S. 766. Reimbursing personnel for loss of 
personal effects in a fire at radio direction 
finder station, North Truro, Mass., Dec. 27, 
1934. Reported to House by Committee on 
Claims. 

S. 1128. Authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to accept gifts and bequests for the 
benefit of the Office of Naval Records and 
Library. Passed by House, March 2. Sent to 
the President. 

S. 1130. Authorizing the acceptance of cer- 
tain lands in the city of San Diego, Calif., 
by the United States, and the transfer by the 
Secretary of the Navy of certain other lands 
to said city of San Diego. Passed by House, 
March 2. Sent to the President. 

H.J. Res. 43. To amend Public Law, No. 
780, 74th Congress, authorizing the establish- 
ment of a naval air station at Alameda, Calif., 
for the purpose of making a correction 
therein. Passed by House, March 2. 

S. 1115. To increase authorized strength of 
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Naval ROTC from 1200 to 2400. Reported to 
Senate by Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Coast Guard 
S. 1413. For the relief of Capt. Eugene 
Blake, jr. Reported to Senate by Committee 
on Claims. 





Navy Mutual Aid Association 


Members of the Navy Mutual Aid Asso 
ciation are voting on a number of changes 
in their By-Laws, the most important of 
which is designed to establish and main- 
tain a stabilized benefit. 

For a number of years the benefit, 
which was fixed at $7,500.00 in 1926, has 
carried additions from savings in the Re- 
serve Fund and from unused assessments 
remaining to the member’s credit in the | 
Benefit Fund. The beneficiary has been 
receiving the savings from the Reserve 
Fund according to the member’s pro rata 
share. 

A Reserve Fund was authorized in 1922 and 
its continued growth and maintenance was as 
sured in 1928 when the Association adopted 
the 45 assessment plant. The accumulation 
of reserves to meet future higher costs ap 
peared at that time to be necessary because 
of the acquisition of a large number of new 
members between 1920 and 1927. At the close 
of 1919 the Association had 1818 members. | 
The membership at the close of 1927 was 6107, 
A sizeable hump was created during this 
period which in later years would become a 
liability. It was not known when or to what 
extent reserves would be required to level off 
this hump without additional cost to indi 
vidual members until actuarial studies were 
made during the latter part of 1936, 

The Secretary and Treasurer, Capt. John R. 
Hornberger, Supply Corps, USN-Ret., states 
that the Association will gradually approach 
a higher mortality range during the next 
twenty years, and that in the interim assess 
ments will successfully sustain the increasing 
mortality and will at the same time insure 
the accumulation of adequate reserves to meet 
the peak of the mortality range, 1960 to 1985, 
and to level off the hump in the late eighties. 
Ilis studies show that if a pro rata share of 
the Reserve Fund is paid to the beneficiary 
without limitation, the beneficiaries of the 
older members who expire between 140 and 
1956 will receive a higher maximum benefit 
than would the younger members whose ex 





pectancy would carry them into the high 
mortality range when reserves will become 
considerably depleted. In fact the 1940-1056 
beneficiaries would receive more than their 


just share. He believes that inasmuch as the | 
prosperity of the Association, dating from the | 
early twenties, was created exclusively by the 
1920-1927 group, making it possible to step 
the benefit from $4,000.00 in 1919 to $7,500.00, 
with additions, in 1926, the older members 
have benefited to the fullest extent and should 
to receive further benefits which 


not expect 


would be greatly in excess of those which 
would accrue to the survivors of the 1920 
127 group. 


In addition to the actuarial study a valua 
tion was made to determine the maximum 
benefit which could be paid so that all mem 
bers, present and future, could be assured of 
the same maximum, 


The Board of Directors is proposing other | 
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changes of advantage to members, For ex- 
ample, the valuation study revealed that a 
paid up benefit can be established at the age 
of S4 Many of the older members have 
sufficient unused assessments to their credit 
to carry them in a paid-up status at the age 
of S82. 

The actuarial computations step in a new 
group based on the experience of the past six 
years, during which period the influx has 
been of a regularity and volume adequate for 
the healthful support of the organization, The 
computations were carried through to the 
elimination of the last member of the present 
group in the year 2011, leaving a new member- 
ship of approximately 8000. From these com- 
putations it is proposed to set up the yearly 
reserve requirements of the $9,000.00 maxi- 
mum benefit plan and to pay dividends on a 
pro rata basis on earnings in excess of these 
balances, reserving a small percentage toward 
the building up of a contingent reserve 
against an emergency such as war, disaster 
or pestilence, 

It is proposed to establish a loan system, 
permitting members to borrow against their 
cash value, and it is proposed to provide ex- 
tended insurance to the extent of the cash 
value in case of suspension, 





Army Day Resolution 

A resolution establishing April 6 each 
year as Army Day was approved by the 
Senate Military Affairs Committee this 
week, 

For a number of years, April 6—the an- 
niversary of the day the United States 
entered the World War-—-has been ob- 
served as Army Day with the Military 
Order of the World War sponsoring the 
occasion, Kach year Congress has passed 
a resolution recognizing the Day, and 
this year the measure is designed to per- 
manently fix the observance, 





Federally Recognized 
Maj. Gen. Wintield Scott Price, of the 
44th Division New Jersey National Guard, 
has been given Federal recognition by 
the National Guard Bureau. 
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APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE QUESTIONS ADMIRAL ANDREWS ON NAVY SELECTION SYSTEM 


During the hearings on the Naval ap- 
propriations bill, members of the House 
subcommittee in charge of the measure 
questioned Rear Adm. Adolphus Andrews, 
USN, Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, 
at some length with regard to the selec- 
tion system and as to changes which 
might be made to improve it. 

The committee also questioned Rear 
Adm. Charles Conard, Paymaster Gen- 
eral, and Capt. T. 8S. Wilkinson, Chief 
of the Planning Division, Bureau of Navi- 
gation, on the subject of forced retire- 
ments under the selection system. 


On the demand of Representative J. 
William Ditter, R. of Pa. the subcom- 
mittee was furnished with a copy of the 
General Board’s report on the subject and 
with Admiral Andrews’ recommenda- 
tions thereto. Later during the hearings, 
Admiral Andrews was recalled by the 
subcommittee for questioning on the sub- 
ject. The printed record of the hearings 
released for publication this week re- 
vealed that on Jan. 21 the following dis- 
cussion took place: 

Studies conducted by the General Board and 
the Bureau into the laws governing the pro- 
motion system, directed primarily to the pre- 
vention of wastage of the services of trained 
officers, and a recast of the estimated output 
from the Naval Academy, indicate that the 
authorized number of 6,531 line officers can be 
ultimately attained, and thereafter main- 
tained, by adhering to the present four-ap- 
pointment basis of the Naval Academy. 

Mr. Ditter. May I interrupt you there, Ad- 
miral? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, Sir. 

Mr. litter. I assume that by the General 
Board and the Bureau you mean the Board's 
report with respect to the program of the 
selection idea that prevails in the Navy? 

Admiral Andrews. Partly so, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Was there a special board ap- 
pointed to inquire and present studies with 
respect to selection? 

Admiral Andrews. Not a special board, Mr. 
Ditter. 


Mr. Ditter. Was it the General Board's 
duty? 
Admiral Andrews. It was the General 
Board, 


Mr. Ditter. I am unofficially advised that 
the report of that Board is on the Secretary's 
desk at the present time; is that correct? 

Status of General Board's Report 

Admiral Andrews. I can tell you, sir, about 
that board’s report and give you a brief his- 
tory of it. The Secretary of the Navy about 
a year ago referred this question of selection 
to the General Board. The General Board 
made a very complete and exhaustive study 
of selection, After their report came out, 
about 2 months age, the board’s report, which 
was rather voluminous, was sent to each 
chief of bureau for comment. Those com- 
ments by the different chiefs of bureaus were 
brought into my office, and my bureau studied 
the General Board's report, together with the 
reports of the chiefs of bureaus, and as a re- 
sult of that study I made to the Secretary of 
the Navy a recommendation. That endorse- 
ment went in to the Secretary and was ap- 
proved last Saturday. 

Mr. Ditter. Now, do you have the General 
Board's report with you? Not the report 
which you subsequently placed before the 
Secretary, but do you have the General 
Board’s report? 

Admiral Andrews. The General Board's re- 
port, sir, was made to the Secretary. 

Mr. Ditter. Did I understand you to say 
that originally the General Board's report 
came to you, and subsequently it was given 
to the bureau chiefs and the officials at the 
Department ? 

Admiral Andrews. You misunderstood me, 
if I made that statement. The General 
Board's report as it comes into the Navy De- 
partment goes directly to the Secretary, and 
the Secretary of the Navy in turn sent that 
to me, 

Mr. Ditter. 
to you? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. That is the point. 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Do you have that General 
Board's report to the Secretary of the Navy? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Do you have it with you? 

Admiral Andrews. No, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Will you bring it here? 

Admiral Andrews. That is a restricted re- 
port. 

Mr. Ditter. It is restricted in what sense? 

Admiral Andrews. In the sense that the 
General Board is a board as you know, to 
advise the Secretary as to policy, and any 
other questions which he wishes to present 
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by that that this committee is not privileged 
to know what the General Board reports, or 
what its findings were upon the question of 
selection? 

Admiral Andrews. No, sir; do not under- 
stand me in that way, because if this com- 
mittee wishes that board's report and make 
a request for it to the Secretary of the Navy, 
I am quite sure the Secretary will send it to 
them. 

Committee Requests Report 


Mr. Ditter. Mr. Chairman, I personally re- 
quest that that board’s report be placed in 
the hands of the members of the committee. 

Mr. Umstead. I am sure Secretary Swanson 
will interpose no objection to our having a 
copy of the General Board’s report for our 
confidential information, and I shall have our 
clerk submit a request that we may be fur- 
nished with a copy for use in that way. 

Mr. Pitter. Admiral, is the character of the 
recommendations which you placed in the 
hands of the Secretary on Saturday last a 
matter of such confidential nature that we 
cannot request them for our information? 

Admiral Andrews. No, sir; that is not con 
fidential, 

Mr. Ditter. All right, may we have that 
report from you? 

Admiral Andrews. 
and that is in my office. 
made. 

Mr. Ditter. Will you have that informa 
tion placed in the hands of the committee 
when we meet tomorrow morning? 

Admiral Andrews. If the Secretary of the 
Navy will grant the request of this commit 
tee I will bring a copy of the report to the 
committee tomorrow morning. 

At the meeting of the subcommittee 
the following day, Admiral Andrews 
said: 

Mr. Chairman, this morning I received 
word from the Secretary that this commit- 
tee had requested that they be furnished 
with a copy of the General Board's Report on 
Selection. That report is restrictéd and is for 
the information of this committee only. As 
I stated yesterday, the General Board is an 
advisory body for the Secretary of the Navy, 
and reports from the General Board to the 
Secretary are restricted reports. Therefore, 
this report is restricted. I have attached to 
this report of the General Board my recom 
mendations and my endorsements, which are 
rather voluminous. I am leaving the report 
here for the committee's information. I might 
add that the Chief of Naval Operations has 
concurred in the recommendations which I 
have made to the Secretary of the Navy, and 
the Secretary of the Navy has approved the 
endorsements of the Chief of Operations and 
myself thereon. 

After the conclusion of the scheduled 
hearings, Admiral Andrews was re 
called and was interrogated as follows: 

Mr. Ditter. Admiral Andrews, referring to 
the justification book and general statement 
by the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, per- 
sonnel tables, on page 9, I believe that state- 
ment was submitted by you indicating the 
number of officers commissioned as of Sep- 
tember 30, 19367 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Ditter. And, that statement shows as 
to line officers, a group ranging from ensign 
to admiral. 

Admiral Andrews. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Now, direct your attention, if 
you will, please, to the lieutenant, junior 
grade, and the lieutenant grade, and I will 
ask you what is contemplated in the way of 
adaptation in order to fit in with the number 
of lieutenant commanders in the same table? 

Admiral Andrews. Do I understand you, 
Mr. Ditter, to ask what plan have we of se- 
lection relative to those lower grades? 

Mr. Ditter. I have not mentioned selection 
yet, Admiral. I notice in the table, in the 
lieutenant, junior grade, 1,375 and in the lieu- 
tenant grade, 2,191, and in the lieutenant 
commander grade 877. 

Admiral Andrews. That is correct, Of 
these, however, 488 lieutenants and 42 lieu- 
tenants, junior grade, are additional num- 
bers. 

Mr. Ditter. Now, my question was, will 
you give us what the Department may have 
in mind with respect to a program of adap- 
tation to meet the conditions indicated by 
those tables? 

Admiral Andrews. The Department, at 
present, has no plan to change materially the 
alloted number or quota of the officers in 
these grades. 

Mr. Ditter. Then, do I understand, sir, that 
this Committee can assume that there must 
be some method found by which 2,191 lieu- 
tenants are to be reduced to 877 lieutenant 
commanders ? 

Admiral Andrews. That is correct, sir, pro- 
vided there be no increase in the percentage 
of lieutenant commanders. 

Mr. Ditter. Is there any contemplated in- 
erease in the number of lieutenant com- 
manders? 

Propose Lieutenant Commander Increase 

Admiral Andrews. Yes. If you have read 
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my recommendation regarding selection in 
the Navy, you will find that I have recom- 
mended a percentage increase in the lieuten- 
ant commanders, based upon the available 
billets and the needs for personnel in that 
particular grade. 

Mr. Ditter. Is that recommendation, Ad- 
miral, predicated upon an actual need, so 
far as the lieutenant commander grade is 
concerned, or is it predicated upon the ob- 
servation with respect to selection board ac- 
tivities ? 

Admiral Andrews. It is predicated, sir, 
upon both factors, predicated upon the re- 
sults of the selective system for flow or pro- 
motion, linked with the need in the service 
of officers of that rank. 

Mr. Ditter. Well, will our Treaty Navy 
contemplate such an increased need for addi- 
tional lieutenant commanders? 

Admiral Andrews. Only as a 
relative to other ranks, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Now, since you say there were 
two factors which prompted you to make 
the recommendation 

Admiral Andrews (interposing). Correct. 

Mr. Ditter. How many additional lieuten- 
ant commanders will be needed and how 
many additional lieutenant commanders 
would you suggest in order to carry out this 
selection program ? 

Admiral Andrews. My proposal, sir, was 
18 per cent for lieutenant commanders. 

Mr. Ditter. Eighteen per cent? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. And, what part of that 18 per 
cent was due to need and what part of it 
was for an excuse for the continuation of se- 
lection board activities? 

Admiral Andrews. The figure of 18 per 
cent, which is a slight increase of the per- 
centage as it now exists, was based upon 
the billets which would be required to be 
filled by lieutenant commanders at the pres- 
ent time, speaking of a percentage of the 
quota of officers at the present time, which 
percentage would follow on in the Treaty 
Navy. 

Mr. Ditter. Your present authorized objec- 
tive in line officers is 6,531, is that correct? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir; that is the 
present number authorized. 

Mr. Ditter. And they are distributed as 
follows: 58 rear admirals; 240 captains: 515 
commanders; 1,016 lieutenant commanders; 
1,959 lieutenants and 2,743 lieutenants, junior 
grade, and ensigns. 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. What is your ultimate objective 
so far as line officers are concerned ? 

Admiral Andrews. You mean in point of 
number, sir? 

Mr. Ditter. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Andrews. It is 7,941, Treaty Navy. 

Mr. Ditter. Can you supply us with a state- 
ment that will show, commencing with the 
fiscal year 1934, forced eliminations that have 
occurred by grades in fiscal years to date? 

Admiral Andrews. Forced eliminations? 

Mr. Ditter. And that you visualize ahead 
until you have built up a force of 6,531 line 
officers, all Naval Academy graduates, or 
practically so? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes; we have that here. 

Mr. Ditter. Including the visualization that 
I have just suggested, sir. 

Admiral Andrews. Up to 1944, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Will you introduce that in the 
record? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. You stated here last year, in 
the record, that, on the 4-appointment basis, 
you would get on the average 521 graduates 
from Annapolis annually, but that the aver- 
age number available for commissioning 
would be about 438. Does the 438 include or 
exclude graduates commissioned in the staff 
corps and the Marine Corps? 

Admiral Andrews. I think that number, 
Mr. Ditter, includes those immediately trans- 
ferred but those not subsequently transferred 
after their probationary period. I am quite 


percentage 


Nonselection retirements (1934-44). 


Line 
& 
Fiseal year is a 
SRR eee 3 12 20 
DL: dau pinin aw eilne iets kOe 12 25 19 
i cigccateneneceeegewene 10 21 23 
DT shdedesupeces ketenes 1 33 36 
aoe 16 23 42 
i dc.hesuseadhusens ite 10 30 44 
PP Seatuboavevdseadesen 26 27 5 
‘wc ccheniatadds sguahien 26 ") a 
Te 26 26 
rr 26 24 
CRE ars ee eae 26 23 
EE: Kt aves cinée ds 195 264 523 


*Relatively large number of retirements <« 


officers temporarily commissioned during World War and later given permanent commiss 





| sure of that, but I would like to check it, 
Mr. Ditter, Will you check that, sir? 
Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir; but I think 
that is correct. On checking, it is correct, 

Mr. Ditter. Well, if it should not incinde 
them, 83 graduates are a pretty big number 
to exclude, are they not? The difference he 
tween those two numbers I have just recited 
for you, between 521 and 438, if that differ 
ence does not include those commissioned jp 
the staff corps and Marine Corps, 83 grad 
uate midshipmen would be a large number 
not to commission. 

Admiral Andrews. I do not quite under- 
stand, or I may not have your question right, 
When these young men graduate from the 
Naval Academy, there are 25 of them placed 
in the Marine Corps. All of these young men 
are graded on a probationary status, and 
at the termination of that probationary status 
they are placed in the different staff corps, 
depending upon the needs and their physical 
condition. Now, that number will depend on 
the needs of the staff corps. 

Mr. Ditter. Now, getting back to my ques 
tion again, at the last hearing the number 
you gave was 521 as the average gradnate 
group. 

Admiral Andrews. Yes. 

Size of Naval Academy Class 

Mr. Ditter. And that the average number 
available for commissioning would be 438, 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. I should like to know how you 
account for the difference, the 83. 

Admiral Andrews. I think my last answer 
answers that to a certain extent. There are 
certain ones, as I say; at first, to the Marine 
Corps, 25; now, there are certain midship- 
men who fail physically. They are not com- 
missioned. In fact, the eye question at the 
Naval Academy is a very serious one and we 
have 160 of these cases now before the med- 
ical board to determine whether or not they 
go out or not. That includes all three classes 
of midshipmen. 

Mr. Ditter. Then, physical disabilities and 
assignments to the Marine Corps, you would 
say, would take care of that number of 88? 

Admiral Andrews. That is correct. 

Mr. Ditter. When your last line legislative 
bill was pending, it was indicated to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs that normal at- 
trition averaged about 2.5 per annum. Is that 
still an appropriate rate to use? 

Admiral Andrews, It is about two and one- 
half. 

Mr. Ditter. It is about the same? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes; about the same. 
That is an approximate figure. 

Mr. Ditter. Admiral, in connection with 
the activities of the selection board, does the 
matter of the consideration of a fitness report 
have anything to do with it? 

Admiral Andrews. With the 
board? 

Mr. Ditter. Yes. 

Admiral Andrews. 
sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Could you describe to us, ina 
general way, what a fitness report is? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. A fitness re- 
port is a report made at certain periods dur- 
ing the year upon every officer in the service, 
having as its purpose to show as clearly as 
possible every attribute of that officer which 
we consider goes to make up an efficient 
naval officer, and further a mark or expres- 
sion of opinion by his reporting officer as to 
the way in which the junior officer has per- 
formed his duty during that period. The fit- 
ness report has included in it, you might call 
it a questionnaire, including the questions: 
“How does this officer perform his duty?” 
“What is your opinion as to his seamanlike 
ability?” “How does he handle his ship?” 
“Is there any information as to anything 

ich would show that he is incapable or 
neapacitated physically?” It consists of 
about 12 questions including the reporting 
officer’s opinion as to the junior’s intelli- 
(Continued on next Page) 
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Navy Selection Testimony 
(Continued from Preceding Page) 
gence, as to his initiative, as to his zeal in 
the performance of duty, as to his aptitude 
for the service, as to his professional ability, 
as to his industry, as to his appearance, and 
other qualities of an officer, and, finally, we 
asked in this report that the reporting officer 
give an expression of his opinion as to the 
junior’s moral and military character, what 
duty he is especially fitted for, and, above all, 
this reporting officer must make a statement 
as to his opinion of this officer. That is the 

fitness report, in general. 
Social Status Considered 

Mr. Ditter. Is the social status of the 
officer in question inquired into? 

Admiral Andrews. It depends upon what 
you mean by social status. To an officer who 
is not up to the standard in his social obli- 
gations or is net a creditable representative 
of the United States Government, I would 
say it would apply. 

Mr. Ditter. Iam not referring to the matter 
of morals. I am referring directly to the 
matter of his position in society. 

Admiral Andrews. No, sir; there is nothing 
like that. 

Mr. bitter. I shall defer for the time being 
to my colleague, who has a question. 

Mr. Plumley. I should like to be advised 
as to whether or not the officer reported upon 
is advised by the officer who makes the re- 
port with respect to the nature of the re- 
port which is to be submitted concerning 
him at the time the report is made. 

Admiral Andrews. No, sir; it is not com- 
pulsory for the reporting officer to do this. 
If the commanding officer makes any report 
which, to the slightest extent, is detrimental 
to the officer or shows any failure in this 
officer to come up to the standards, then, by 
regulations, the commanding officer is com- 
pelled to show that report to the junior. 
However, all reports on fitness are sent to the 
Bureau of Navigation for filing and are avail 
able for the officer's perusal. 

Mr. Plumley. For instance, if in answer 
to the question as to whether the officer is 
tactful or not, he puts him down minus; does 
he call the officer into his presence and advise 
him of the fact that he has put him down 
as wanting in tact and therefore incompetent 
to handle men? 

Admiral Andrews. He either calls him into 
his office and tells him that or sends the re- 
port to him and says, “This is the report I 
have made, that you are minus in tact and 
you will make such statement as you desire 
in answer to this report.” 

Mr. Thom. I should like to clarify this: 
Any junior officer has the right to make his 
way into your office and say, “Now, I should 


like to look at the fitness report submitted 
on me?” 
Admiral Andrews. Oh, no; not necessarily. 


The commanding officer is not compelled to 
show this report immediately to the junior 
unless there is something on that report 
which is detrimental to the officer or which 
is not satisfactory. 
Prejudicial Matter in 

Mr. Plumley. And, whether or not it is 
prejudicial is left to the judgment of the re- 
porting officer and many times he sends in 
reports which are in effect prejudicial about 
which no notice is even given to the officer 
reported upon or concerned 

Admiral Andrews. No, sir; you are not 
correct in that. 

Mr. Plumley. It is so in practice whether 
it be in intent or not. 

Admiral Andrews. Any report which comes 
into my office, and they all come in there, 
where any officer has been reported as un 
satisfactory in the slightest way, that report 
is sent back to the officer for his information 
and for such statement as he may wish toll 
make, 

Mr. Plumley. I will accept your statement. 

Admiral Andrews. That is what is done. 

Mr. Thom. A report is not open to his 
view if it be favorable. 

Admiral Andrews. Only if he comes to the 
Department. He can go in and review all re- 
ports made upon him. 

Mr. Thom. That is the question I asked 
you; has any junior officer the right to go 
down to your office and say, “I wish to see 
the report which has been submitted ?” 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. I thought you 
said go into the captain's office. 

Mr. Thom. I mean at the proper office. 
Admiral Andrews. Every officer has a 
right, when he comes to Washington, to see 
‘very single report, every letter and every- 
thing on his record. That is correct, sir. 


Reports 


Mr. Umstead. Then, there is no _ secret 
record which cannot be examined by any 
officer, any affected officer, in the Naval 


Establishment. 

Admiral Andrews. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Referring again to the fitness 
report, is the report made by the officer who 
directly supervises and contacts the man re- 
ported upon? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir; his senior. 

Mr. Ditter. Is it obligatory upon the one 





in charge of fitness reports in the Bureau of 


Navigation to render to the man reported 
upon, a below medium report, or is it left to 
the individual to ascertain that information 
himself ? 

Admiral Andrews. 
answered, I think. 

Mr. Ditter. Is it obligatory, I say, upon 
you, in charge of Navigation, to call a below 
medium report to the attention of every offi 
cer who has been reported upon? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. How frequently are the reports 
made? 

Admiral Andrews. They are made every 6 
months, and upon the detachment of an offi- 
cer from each assignment of duty. 

Mr. Ditter. Is there a sufficient degree of 
difference in the reports upon officers in the 
same grade as to stamp any appreciable 
number with a superior degree of fitness? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes; I think so. 

Mr. Ditter. How long has it been your 
opportunity to have had this contact with 
selection board activity to be able to tell us 
upon what particular basis most of the faults 
are found? 

Admiral Andrews. My experience has not 
included selection boards. I have never been 
a member of a selection board, 

Mr. Ditter. What, as one in charge of the 
Bureau of Navigation? 

Admiral Andrews. As one in charge of the 
Bureau of Navigation, and as an officer of 
almost 40 years’ experience in the Navy, I 
would say that general question can be 
answered in the reply on his fitness report 
to the questions which I have enumerated in 
describing the fitness report. 


That question has been 


Faults Shown in Fitness Report 

Mr. Ditter. Where are most of the faults 
found? 

Admiral Andrews. I should say leadership, 
attention to duty, and performance of duty. 

Mr. Ditter. Why should not these reports 
be so formulated and their preparation so 
governed that they could be fully relied upon 
in determining an officer's fitness for advance- 
ment, rather than the action of a selection 
board ? 

Admiral Andrews. IT wish T could find some 
way by which we could make a perfect fitness 
report. IT have worked on that subject for the 
last year as Chief of the Bureau of Naviga 
tion and have given it very serious considera- 
tion in the last 15 years of my naval service 
The fitness report, as such, is the principal 
guide for the selection board, and we are 
making it just as accurate and specific as 
possible to that end. Tam revising the present 
fitness report, trying to bring out more clearly 
an exact picture of the officer reported upon. 

Mr. Ditter. Well, from that, are we to 
understand, Admiral, that there is something 
lacking at the present time in the operation 
of the selection board and in the cooperative 
contribution of fitness reports in arriving at 
selections ? 

Admiral Andrews. No, I do not think so. 
The present fitness report is the result of 
years of study, to make it what we wish, that 
is, a clear picture of the officer's qualifica 
tions. In my studies, and in my department 
studies, of this fitness report, we have found 
that we might make it more complete by 
adding a question or two and thus improve 
it. 

Mr. Ditter. Would it be possible, without 
making it a matter of record, for the com 
mittee to have the improved form that you 
have in preparation at the present time? 

Admiral Andrews. Certainly, I would be 
glad to give it to you, sir. I am sorry I did 
not bring it with me 

Mr. Ditter. Is any consideration given in 
the appraisal of a fitness report of the fitness, 
as disclosed by his own fitness report, of an 
officer reporting upon a subordinate officer? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir; it is disclosed 
by the \ 

Mr. Ditter (interposing). 
question, sir, did you? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes; I got it and it is a 
rather complicated question. I think IT have 
it, however. 

Mr. Ditter. All right. 

Reputation of Keporting Officer 

Admiral Andrews. 1 think that in any fit 
ness report presented to a reviewing author 
ity, the reviewing authority would give a 
certain amount of weight to the qualifications 
of the officer making the report. If a captain 
of a ship has an excellent reputation, and by 
his own fitness reports is known to be an 
officer of sound judgment, of serious thought 
and is known as an outstanding officer, the 
fitness report which he gives would certainly 
carry more weight than a report made by an 
officer who probably does not have the fine 
attributes of the former. 

Mr. Ditter. As a matter of illustration, Ad- 
miral, assume that Officer A is the superior 
officer who files a fitness report against Offi 
cer B, a subordinate officer 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir 

Mr. Ditter. Into whose hands does the ap 
praisal come as to whether or not Officer A 
has a good enough fitness record to pass upon 
Officer B, his subordinate? 

Admiral Andrews. There is no such thing 
as that, sir. 


You got that 





Mr. bitter. There is no such thing? 

Admirel Andrews. No, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. So that the record stands on 
its own? 

Admiral Andrews. That is correct. 

Mr. Ditter. In other words, if an unfit 
Officer A, superior, passes an unfavorable re- 
port on Officer B, subordinate, it is a matter 
of record? 

Admiral Andrews. 

Mr. Ditter. Now, sir, in the course of 
fortuitous circumstances, Officer A, who 
made that report, may not be In the service 
or living at the time that Officer B comes 
up for selection? 

Admiral Andrews. That may be the case. 

Mr. Ditter. Is that true? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, it is possible, 

Mr. Ditter. So that in the determination of 
the weight to be given to any blackball that 
may have been cast against Officer B, the 
subordinate, there is no one who can de- 
termine the weight or the value of that 
blackball that was cast by an unfit superior 
officer. 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, there is 

Mr. Ditter. Who would make the appraisal? 

Admiral Andrews. First of all, if an un 
favorable report be made by Officer A against 


Yes, sir, it is. 


Officer B, just as soon as that unfavorable 
report is made, Officer B makes a complete 
statement and appends that to the report 


which is also a matter of record. If Officer 
A makes a report which is so glaring in being 
detrimental to Officer B, Officer B has a right 
to ask for an immediate court of inquiry or 
for an investigation. Now, if Officer A dies, 
this whole matter is of record, the officer's 
report, Officer A's report and Officer B's re- 
ply. When Officer B comes up before the 
selection board, that board consisting of nine 
rear admirals, reads Officer A's report, Offi 
cer B's reply, both of which are taken into 
consideration and the board's decision is thus 
made, 
Right to Court of Inquiry 


Mr. Ditter. Does this right to a board of 
inquiry only extend to those cases where 
there is such glaring injustice? 

Admiral Andrews. No. 

Mr. Ditter. What is it, a matter of right? 

Admiral Andrews. It is a matter of right. 

Mr. bitter. With any officer? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Thom. Supposing Officer A is up for 
promotion ? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Thom. And, I assume that your selec 
tion board has before it a number of reports 
on Officer A, 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Thom. Now, you have not sat on the 
selection board? 

Admiral Andrews. No, sir. 

Mr. Thom. I wonder, as a matter of fact, 
if there is a correspondence in the estimate 
put on the officer by the various officers who 
have watched him perform. 

Admiral Andrews. Yeu, 
There is a complete record. 

Mr. Thom. You do not get the point. Is 
there a corresponding sentiment among all 
the officers who have opportunity to view the 
performance of a man as a general thing or is 
there a great deal of disagreement? 

Admiral Andrews. I think it probably 
would be general in that case. I think any 
officer, as described by Mr. Ditter as Officer 
A, would be known by general reputation. 
I do not believe many of those officers exist 
in the Navy. I do not believe I could name 
one of them but if and in the event such an 
officer did exist, his record shows what he is, 
his general reputation, shows what he is, and 
even though there were no redress in any 
way, shape, or form, as I have mentioned, I 
do not think that officer's report would carry 
much weight against Officer I 

Mr. Thom. The thing I was trying to get 
at was this: Here is Officer A being investi 
gated for promotion 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Thom. And he has worked or served 
under a dozen officers 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir 

Mr. Thom. And he served on 
ships. 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Thom. What I wished to know was, 
as a rule, do the dozen or so men who watched 
this man perform, does their estimate of him 
concur and run in the same direction, that 
he is a worthy man or is not a worthy man? 

Admiral Andrews, I think they would con- 
cur and run in the same direction. 

Mr. Thom. Certainly a man would not be 
written down by a half a dozen or 10 officers 
at different points in his service, that is, 
if it was unjust. It could only be by con 
nivance of those & or 10 men 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Johnson. In your court of inquiry or 
selection, do you have a divided court? 

Admiral Andrews. That, I could not say, 
sir. I have never served on a selection board 

Mr. Umstead. Admiral, about haw many 
superior officers does the average officer serve 
under while in the grades of ensign, lieuten 
ant, junior grade, and lieutenant? 

Admiral Andrews. I should say about one 


sir; there = is. 


different 








a year, but probably more. You take, for 
instance, when I was a captain, | was a 
captain for a little over 15 years. I served 


directly under 13 admirals and rear admirals. 


Similar Character of Reports 

Mr. Umstead Before a man reaches the 
grade of lieutenant commander, he must have 
served, as 1 understand it, 14 years after 
leaving the Naval Academy. 

Admiral Andrews, That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Umstead. Then, if I correctly under 
stood your answer, on the average, he would 
have served, at the end of the 14 years, under 
14 or 15 superior officers? 

Admiral Andrews, Probably more, possibly 
less. I would say from 10 to 15, Mr. Chari- 
man 

Mr. Umstead. 
under whom he 
months would, 
fitness report? 

Admiral Andrews. Every senior officer 
under whom he served directly would make 
a report, whether he served 6 months or not, 
sir. If he were ordered to report to an officer 
and served any length of time, this reporting 
officer would make a report on him when he 
was detached from that duty. 

Mr. Umstead. Then, as a matter of fact, 
your fitness reports come into your office, as 
Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, at the 
rate of not less than two per year on each 
officer below flag rank, and they come from 
a great many different sources? 

Admiral Andrews, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Umstead. And, naturally from a great 
many different sections where the Navy 
operates. , 

Admiral Andrews 

Mr. Umsatead 
and assignments 

Admiral Andrews. That is correct, Mr. 
Chairman, In addition to these fitness re- 
ports, I might add, that any letters, compli- 
mentary letters, coming in for this officer 
are also tiled, 

Mr. Umstead, 
ing in from sources 
Naval Establishment, 
upon a naval officer, I 
with him immediately ? 

Admiral Andrews. Immediately, yes, sir; 
and it is not placed on his record until we 
thoroughly investigate and find there is some 
substantiating reason for it or facts, 

Mr. Plumley. Admiral, does this fitness re 
port of yours correspond to the fitness re 
port of an officer in the Army? 

Admiral Andrews. It does, but it is rather 
different from it. I think ours is probably 
more complete, 

Sugeest Self Reports 

Mr. Plumley. This may sound foolish but 
it is based upon experience, and | should 
like to ask you this question: Did the Navy 
ever consider the advisability of allowing or 
permitting an officer to rate himself and make 
an efficlency report upon his own knowledge 
of himself, similar to an efficiency report 
which is required to be made by his superiors, 
to be submitted to the superiors for addition, 
correction, or amendment; and to be returned 
to that officer and then to be forwarded to the 
Department? Now, if it never did, and I am 
not telling the Navy what to do, l am sure it 
would be very surprising to you as to some 
of the information you would receive from 
those officers which you would not 
get otherwise, and you would be surprised 
at corrections that would be made by superior 
officers, most of which would be in commen- 
dation of the officer and in correction of his 
inferiority complexes, rather than owing to an 
attempt by the officer to overrate himself. I 
tried that out once in an institution. I sent out 
a circular to all the members of our graduat- 
ing class, absolutely confidential, calling for 
a statement to be made to me with respect to 
what they thought their qualifications were 
to become officers in the United States Army, 
and I started them from the time they were 
nursing babies up to the time of graduation, 
and made them out ail kinds of questions 
and only one or two thought they were able 
to take over the Job of running the United 
States Army 

Admiral Andrews. Of course, every officer 
is given the right to place on his record any 
thing which he thinks may be desirable or 
beneficial for him, I mean as to his attributes 
or certain work done. All are made a part 


And, each superior officer 
serves for as much as 6 
necessarily, have to make a 


Yes, sir, 
Covering all kinds of work 


And, of course, a letter com- 
within or without the 
seriously = reflecting 
presume is taken up 


some of 


of his record, We have never tried your 
scheme 
Mr. Plumiley Well, it might not work in 


the Navy or in the large personnel organiza 
tions, but it is very interesting 

Admiral Andrews. I think you would find 
that the officer's own estimate of himself, as 
compared with the general estimate of the 
service at large, might differ at times. 

Mr. Ditter. Admiral, referring to my col 
league from West Virginia, he asked you 
whether there was ever a divided court 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Was your answer that you had 
never served on a selection board and so you 
did not know? 

Admiral Andrews Yes, sir; 
answer 


that is my 
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(Continued from Preceding Page) 

Mr. litter You never served on @ 
selection board? 

Admiral Andrews. I never have 

Mr. Ditter. Has the present Chief of Naval 
Operations served on a selection board? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir; I think he has. 
I do not think he would give an answer in 
specific cases as the proceedings of the Selec- 
tion Board are confidential. 

Mr. Umstead. Well, if it was not, they 
would be despised by the whole Service, would 
they not? 

Admiral 

Are Selection Boards Despised? 

Mr. Johnson. They are despised to a certain 
extent anyway, are they not? 

Admiral Andrews. By some people per- 
haps, although I believe, in general, the Ser- 
vice has entire confidence in the Selection 
Boards. Every officer who goes up for selec- 
tion has to have six out of the nine votes 
to be selected. 

Mr. Ditter. 
there is a 
court? 

Admiral Andrews. He must have six votes. 

Mr. Ditter. Fitness reports of officers are 
available to and on file or in the possession 
of Selection Boards as to all officers eligible 
for consideration for selection, are they not? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir; they are. 

Mr. Ditter. Why are you, or why is your 
Bureau, opposed to supplying Selection 
Boards with the fitness reports of officers 
eligible for selection without disclosing the 
names of the respective officers? 

Admiral Andrews. I supply the complete 
fitness report on all officers up for selection, 
together with every single bit of information 
which the Bureau has and which is of record 
on the particular officer, 

Mr. Ditter. Does that disclose the names 
of the officers to be considered for selection 
and also the names of the officers who have 
reported upon the particular officers? 

Admiral Andrews. Certainly, because the 
name of the officer to be selected is on the 
fitness report, and the reporting officer's name 
is signed to it. 

Mr. Ditter. Would any benefit accrue if 
the name of the officer who had passed upon 
a particular candidate were deleted from the 
report? 

Admiral Andrews. No, sir; I do not think 
so. In fact, I do not think it would be of as 
much help to the selection board as it is at 
present. 

Mr. Ditter. Is there anything that you 
would recommend in that particular connec- 
tion which would eliminatee the criticism of 
favoritism presently prevailing? 

Admiral Andrews. I do not think there is 
any criticism at present prevailing as to the 
personal equation of the selection board. 

Mr. Ditter. Would you be willing, as the 
Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, to con- 
duct a secret poll of the officers of the Navy 
from the lowest to the highest grade, re- 
questing them to express an opinion on the 
matter of the selection board's activities? 

Admiral Andrews. We do not have to have a 
secret poll of officers to that effect, sir. Every 
officer of the Navy has been invited and has 
been requested to write and give any ideas 
he may have as to selection and as to the im- 
provement of selection, 


have 


Andrews. Correct, 


That would indicate then that 
difference at times, a divided 


Mr. Thom. How much response did you 
get to the invitation? 
Admiral Andrews. I think we received 


about one hundred and fifty. 

Mr. Johnson. Out of what number? 

Admiral Andrews. From all the officers. 

Mr. Johnson. How many is that? 

Admiral Andrews. About 6,000. 

Mr. Ditter. What objection would there be 
to the conduct of such a secret poll, Admiral ? 

Admiral Andrews. There would be a good 
many objections. Why do we want a secret 
poll in the Navy to comment or criticize, if 
necessary, any part of the Navy? We do not 
need a secret poll for anything I know of in 
the Navy, unless it is confidential matter. 
Every officer in the Navy has a perfect right 
—it does not militate against him—to give 
any criticism he may have, as to any ideas he 
may have, not only as to the selection board, 
but any part of the Navy. I have made known 
this to officers several times. 

Opposes Secret Poll of Officers 

Mr. Ditter. Do I take it then you would be 
opposed to such a poll, a secret poll? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, I would, as Chief 
of Bureau. 

Mr. Ditter. Let us assume your line strength 
is now 6,531, your present authorized objec- 
tive, and all Naval Academy graduates. 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. At the attrition rate of 2.5 per 
cent, your annual loss would be 163 officers. 
That is right, is it not? 

Admiral Andrews. Something like that 


es. 

Mr. Ditter. And, you would take in from 
Annapolis 438? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. That would entail the enforced 
elimination of 275 officers each year, minus 











such number of the 438 as are commissioned 
in the staff and the Marine Corps. Those 
observations are sound, are they not? 

Admiral Andrews. If you have worked it 
out correctly. I have a graph here showing 
that very clearly if you would like to see it. 

Mr. Ditter. Well, upon the premise I 
stated, my figures are correct, I believe, if 
the figures which have been supplied to us 
are correct, 

Admiral Andrews, 
are, as far as I know. 

Mr. Ditter. That would be the correct way 
of looking at the matter if we should not take 
into consideration the orderly movement of 
officers up through the several grades. 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. However, it has been de- 
termined, as I understand it, that counting 
the grades of ensign and lieutenant, junior 
grade, as one, an officer should serve 7 years 
in each grade. 

Admiral Andrews. 

Mr. Ditter. 
years of age upon graduation, upon attaining 
the grade of rear admiral, he should be 57 
years of age with 7 years to serve before re- 
tirement. 

Admiral Andrews. That is correct. 

Mr. Ditter. To maintain that happy condi- 
tion, therefore, instead of the forced elimina- 
tion of 275 officers annually, it would mean 
getting rid of approximately 229 officers an- 
nually above normal attrition. 

Admiral Andrews. That is substantially 
correct, 

Mr. Ditter. To maintain that condition we 
spoke of a moment ago, instead of forced 
elimination of 275 officers annually, it would 
mean getting rid of approximately 229 officers 
annually above normal attrition, and a larger 
number, of course, if you should commission 
of Annapolis graduates a larger number than 
the annual normal and enforced outgo, 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Well, this is the way I have 
figured it out, using whole numbers: 


Well, I am sure they 


That is correct, 


Vacan- 

Grade cies Eligibles Surplus 
Lieutenant ........... 279 392 113 
Lieutenant Comdr. ... 145 279 134 
Commander ......... 73 145 72 
GED ec cctesescocce 34 73 39 
Rear Admiral ....... s 34 26 

DP sancidearneeteses re ose 8 
Ti ewedens 392 


Admiral Andrews. Yes; that table shows 
total separations. Normal attrition would of 
course reduce the “surplus” to a smaller 
figure. We have worked it out here, along 
your exact line of thought, sir, and we show 
on this graph exactly the attrition. 

For instance, here (showing diagram), sup- 
pose we take 416 officers graduating from the 
Naval Academy. At the end of 7 years by 
reason of those going into the Staff Corps, 
physical surveys, and so forth, the 416 would 
be reduced to 361. When these officers go up 
for selection from the grade of lieutenant 
(junior grade) to that of lieutenant, the 361 
would be reduced to 297. In going through 
the grade of lieutenant for 7 years, the 
natural attrition would bring that 207 down 
to 258. The selection from lieutenant to 
lieutenant commander would bring that num- 
ber from 258 to 154. Natural attrition in the 
grade of lieutenant commander for 7 years 
would reduce that number from 1 to 134. 
In the selection from lieutenant commander 
to commander that 134 would be decreased 
to 76. The natural attrition in the grade of 
commander throughout 7 years would reduce 
that number to 71. From commander to cap- 
tain, the 71, by reason of selection, would be 
reduced to 38. As captain, the natural attri- 
tion for 7 years would reduce the number 
from 38 to 30. From captain to rear admiral 
there would be 9 of the 30 selected for rear 
admiral, at approximately an age of 57 for 
rear admiral. That is the ultimate figure; a 
280 total forced retirement. For some years 
to come, however, as shown by the table of 
retirements inserted, the losses will be much 
smaller, 

Mr. Thom. How many officers, as a matter 
of fact, have been going out each year under 
the selection board plan? 

Admiral Andrews. There are about 90 
going out this year in all the grades. 

Mr. Umstead. By reason of the failure to 
be selected for promotion? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Umstead. Does this number which you 
have just given us, starting from 416 as the 
graduating class of the Naval Academy—— 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Umstead. And going down to the time 
members of that class are appointed as rear 
admirals—— 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Umsted. Reduces down, by the process 
you have described, virtually to 9? 

Admiral Andrews. That is correct. 

Mr. Umstead. That attrition includes, does 
it not, in addition to eliminations by the 
selection board, all those who have died and 
resigned, physically disqualified, or for any 
other reason have become separated from the 
active list or from the Naval Service? 


So that if an officer were 22 | 





Admiral Andrews. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Umstead. You say now the average 
member going out by reason of the present 
selection system is about 90? 

Admiral Andrews. That is correct. 

Mr. Umstead. Out of practically 6,000 offi- 
cers? 

Admiral Andrews. About 6,200 officers. 

Consideration of Changes in System 

Mr. litter. Admiral, are we to assume, 
therefore, that you think the present opera- 
tion of the existing law and the selection 
board operation is the ideal condition under 
which eliminations in the Navy should be 
brought about? 

Admiral Andrews. No, sir; I do not con- 
sider it the ideal situation, but the best that 
has been devised. 

Mr. Ditter. You are satisfied there should 
be some changes made? 

Admiral Andrews. I think this selection 
problem is so very important to the service 
at large that it should be, if possible, changed 
to come as near as possible to an ideal con- 
dition. 

Mr. Ditter. Well, understand, Admiral, it 
is not our province, as members of the Ap- 
propriations Committee, probably, to legis- 
late on this matter. 

Admiral Andrews. I understand that, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Only as it affects the matter 
of the appropriations that we are required 
to make and, therefore, we feel we have a 
direct interest in the program because it so 


vitally affects and contemplates for the future ' 


vital effects upon the amount of appropria- 
tions that we are called upon to make. 

Admiral Andrews. I understand. 

Mr. Ditter. Now, sir, do you feel that under 
your supervision a further study could be 
made and a recommendation brought in by 
which correction could be had of the faults 
that you presently acknowledge exist? 

Admiral Andrews. I have made a very close 
study of this selection system for the last 
year and a half, as Chief of the Bureau, and 
prior to that time throughout my service, 
and during the time this selection system has 
been in effect. As you know, the General 
Board has made a study. My studies lead 
me to believe that the selection system in the 
Navy is necessary for the efficiency of the 
commissioned personnel and will enhance the 
efficiency of that commissioned personnel as 
long as it exists. There has been some ques- 
tion in my mind as to the selection in the 
junior grades. Following that line of thought 
I have searched for every possible alternative 
to make this selection system a more ideal 
system, and the result of my studies to date 
are included in my recommendation to the 
Secretary of the Navy which you have before 
you. 

Mr. Ditter. Have you any other observa- 
tions to make which will eliminate this matter 
of enforced elimination? 

Admiral Andrews. No, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Supposing we have fewer mid- 
shipmen at Annapolis? 

Admiral Andrews. If you had fewer mid- 
shipmen at Annapolis and entered fewer, you 
would certainly have fewer going out. 

Mr. Ditter. Would the Service suffer in any 
way? 

Advantages in Drastic Selection 

Admiral Andrews. I think there is a cer- 
tain advantage in having a number of young 
officers to be considered by sélection boards, 
rather than to have a fewer number and select 
a larger percentage. 

Mr. Ditter. Referring again to the fitness 
report, Admiral, if the fitness reports mean 
anything at all, why should not, if you have 
20 prospective vacancies in the grade of lieu- 
tenant commander, for example, all of the 
lieutenants longest out of Annapolis be graded 
according to their fitness reports and the top 
20 men given the vacancies in the next high- 
est grade. 

Admiral Andrews. I do not think that 
would be conducive to the best interests of 
the United States Navy. 

Mr. Ditter. Well, why not? 

Admiral Andrews. Because there are other 
considerations than a purely arithmetical 
grading of the fitness reports, that is, any 
commendatory letters received, awards, 
courts martial, evaluation of reporting oflfi- 
cers, as we have discussed, and so forth, that 
require human judgment to pass upon. 

Mr. Ditter. Why is it that in the Supply 
Corps the death rate between lieutenant com- 
manders and commanders appears to be so 
entirely out of proportion with the death rate 
as to line officers, and by death rate I mean 
selection board results? 

Admiral Andrews. One answer to that is 
that the Supply Corps is under a different 
law from the line in point of selection. They 
work under a different system in the Staff 
Corps. 

Mr. Ditter. Is that the only reason for the 
diminution from lieutenant commander, 286 
to commander, 34 in number? 

Admiral Andrews. Are you speaking of the 
staff, or of the line? 

Mr. Ditter. I may not be reading this re- 
port correctly, sir, and I will stand correc- 
tion from you again. 


Admiral Andrews. I think you are referring 








to the figures 34 and 286. As you understand, 
sir, in the Staff Corps the officer is promoted 
with his running mate in the line, irrespec- 
tive of the numbers in the several ranks. 
Mr. Ditter. Yes. 
Admiral Andrews. Now, that difference 
there probably exists for that reason. 


Mr. Ditter. Is that the reason for it? 
Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir 
Mr. Plumley. I should like to make this 


observation with respect to the methods em- 
ployed in regard to fitness reports. It ig 
hasty, and perhaps not carefully considered, 
However, I know of no employer, who, when 
seeking a man having qualifications equiva- 
lent to those of a junior naval officer, would 
employ him without first having obtained 
the man's own appraisal of himself and of hig 
ability and of his qualifications for the work 
to be done by him, accompanied by recom- 
mendations or criticisms obtained from hig 
equals as well as his superiors. In my judg- 
ment, the present system of fitness reports 
in the Navy and the efficiency reports in the 
Army is the basis of and the source of 
practically all the criticism made with respect 
to the selection of the officers in the Navy and 
of the promotion of officers in the Army. You 
can take that for what it is worth. I might 
want to qualify that somewhat after giving 
it careful consideration, but, speaking out of 
hand, that is what I believe. 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Plumiley. 1 think there should be some 
way to correct it. That has been by experi- 
ence; bitter, too, 

Consideration of Fitness Reports 

Mr. Ditter. Admiral, to summarize as much 
as I can, and I will not detain you long, I 
understand that you do not feel that fitness 
reports should speak for themselves indepen- 
dent of the action of the selection board? Is 
that right? 

Admiral Andrews. 
selves. 

Mr. Ditter. I say independent 
tion of the selection board. 

Admiral Andrews. They do speak for them- 
selves. 

Mr. Ditter. Oh, no. There might be five 
men all having similar fitness reports, and 
only one man selected, might there not? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir; that is pos- 
sible. 

Mr. Ditter. And then the four men whose 
fitness reports might be the same would go 
by the board by reason of the fact that there 
was no place for them in the upper grade? 

Admiral Andrews. That is correct. 

Mr. bitter. So I say my premise there was 
correct, was it not, that you do not feel that 
the fitness reports should speak for them- 
selves, independent of the action of the selec- 
tion board? 

Admiral Andrews. I do not understand 
that question, Mr. Ditter. A fitness report 
doves speak for itself. The selection of offi- 
cers after their fitness reports are presented 
is left to the selection board. 

Mr. Ditter. Therefore, the action of the 
selection board is necessarily final, and not 
the fitness report? 

Admiral Andrews. That is correct. 

Mr. Ditter. Then again | come to my state- 
ment made before that you do not feel that 
the fitness reports should speak for them- 
selves, independent of the action of the selec- 
tion board? 

Admiral Andrews. 
question, Mr. Ditter. 

Mr. Ditter. That fitness reports should not 
speak for themselves? 

Admiral Andrews. On the contrary, | 
think that fitness reports should speak for 
themselves, and do. 

Mr. Ditter. Subject to the action of the 
selection board? 

Admiral Andrews. 
it that way. 

Mr. Ditter. But you admit that the selec- 
tion board group passes upon the fitness 
reports, and that the final action upon the 
officer is dependent upon the action of the 
selection board? 

Admiral Andrews. Quite right. 

Mr. Ditter. Therefore the fitness report of 
itself does not speak for itself. It is depen- 
dent upon whether or not the selection board 
makes the selection. 

Admiral Andrews. Mr. Ditter, according 
to the English language the fiitness report 
speaks for itself, as a fitness report. 

Mr. Ditter. But not as the ultimate 
determining factor in the promotion of au 
officer from one grade to another? ; 

Admiral Andrews. No, sir, because that !8 
left to the selection board. After they coD- 
sider the fitness reports together with maby 
other documents that comprise the records 
considered by selection boards. 

Mr. Ditter. Well, that is what I want you 
to admit. 

Admiral Andrews. I have admitted that, 
but the fitness report does speak for itself, 
being considered by the selection board as & 
factor in the selection. 


Appeal from Action of Selection Board 


Mr. Ditter. Admiral, is there any court of 
(Continued on neat Page) 
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appeal from the action of the selection board ? 

Admiral Andrews. No, sir, not after it has 
been approved by the President of the United 
States. The President is the final authority. 

Mr. Ditter. The President never disap- 
proves the action of the selection board? 

Admiral Andrews. Oh, yes, he does, 

Mr. Ditter. Does he? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. The Secretary 
ef the Navy is the first reviewing authority, 
and the President is the final approving au- 
thority. 

Mr. Ditter. Does an officer who has 
passed over have an opportunity to be heard 
after the action of the selection board? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Ditter. By whom? 
Admiral Andrews. By the Secretary of the 
Navy. 


Mr. Umstead. And by the President, if he 
will hear it. ; 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Thom. As a matter of fact, are they 
ever heard by the Secretary of the Navy? 


Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. We have had 


several cases since I have been here that have 


been heard by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. Ditter. Do you know of any case where 
the action of the selection board has been 
reversed by the Secretary ? 

Admiral Andrews. I cannot answer that for 
the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. Ditter. Within your experience and the 
knowledge that you have? 

Admiral Andrews. I do not know of any 
that has been disapproved by the Secretary. 

Mr. Chairman, if you approve, I should like 
to just put in the record here, in this con 
nection, a brief statement as to this selection 
system. 

Mr. Thom. 
Admiral. 

Admiral Andrews. I was going to present 
this, believing that your questions would be 
based upon selection. 

Mr. Thom. Very well. 


Admiral Andrews’ Statement 

Admiral Andrews. Any military organiza- 
tion, as in fact any soundly based organiza- 
tion of whatever character, must comprise a 
large foundation group of subordinate offi- 
cals, with successive gradations of increas- 
ing responsibility and authority leading up 
toa small group of those in highest authority. 
Promotion is the act of advancement from 
step to step in the several grades of responsi- 
bility. The organization is maintained, and 
the officer personnel replenished, from year 
to year by additional entrants at the bottom 
of the ladder. These entrants in the Navy 
are supplied by graduating classes from the 
Naval Academy, young officers who almost 
universally have chosen the Navy as their 
lifetime career. 

As their career progresses subsequent to 
their graduation there is a certain wastage 
or “attrition” in their number due to death, 
resignation, retirement for physical disabil- 
ity. If this attrition were sufficient to reduce 
the successive groups of Naval Academy 
classes, as they advance, to the numbers re- 
quired for the higher positions in the naval 
chain of command the problem of promotion 
would be simply that of assuring, for the effi- 
clency of the Navy, that only those officers are 
advanced who could perform the duties of 
the grade to which they are being promoted. 

Unfortunately, however, for such a simple 
solution the requirement in numbers of offi 


We should be glad to hear it, 


cers for the successively higher grades is 
markedly less than the number remaining 
after attrition has taken its small toll of 
those in the advancing classes. Either the 


upper ranks must be enlarged to accommo 
date these larger numbers of officers pressing 
forward, a method unsound for military rea 
well as extravagant in or the 
advancing officer groups must at some stage 
or stages in their career be reduced to the 
tumbers actually required in the successive 
krades 

In the regulation of the officer’s career it 
‘ppears essential for the efficiency of the 
Navy as a whole that advancement from grade 
fo grade should be made at such intervals as 
Will permit (a) thorough comprehension and 
discharge of the duties of the grade from 
Which advanced; (b) proper preparation, in 
the acquisition of experience, for the duties 
of the grade to which advanced; (c) physical 
‘igor and endurance adequate for the duties 
of any grade throughout the time therein. 


SOnS as cost, 


There are several systems of promotion, but 
broadly speaking they are based either on 
the principle of seniority by which officers 
are advanced in order of seniority, or on the 
Principle of selection by which the officers 
are selected for advancement or for elimina- 
tion from the line of promotion. 

Promotion by seniority, when all grades are 
at fixed strength and the numbers allowed 
& the higher grades are limited, is so slow in 

© process of advancement that it inevitably 
Produces over-aged officers in all grades; and 
what is more objectionable, fails to provide 
tatauate experience in the higher commands 
® officers before they reach the age of re- 
Urement, 








Selection up enables individuals to be ad- 
vanced as rapidly as desired, and introduces 
the features of competition which tends to 
promote efficiency. 

Selection out by elimination of the least fit 
obviously increases the average efficiency of 
the whole body of officers. It has the objec 
tionable feature of attaching a stigma to the 
officers eliminated. 

Up until 1899 promotion was made on the 
basis of seniority only. In 1899 the first of 
the regulatory laws was passed and the 
“Plucking Board” instituted, establishing the 
enforced retirement, on the selection by a 
board of flag officers, of suflicient officers to 
create an average annual number of vacancies 
of 40 above lieutenant (junior grade). This 
system continued for some years, but objec 
tion to the drastic “selection out” became so 
strong that in 1916 the present system was in 
stituted. The initial law provided for selec 
tion only from the grades of lieutenant com 
mander and above, 

In 1934, because of the serious block in 
promotion in the lower grades, selection was 
extended to the grades of lieutenant and lieu 
tenant (junior grade). In 1935, to avoid the 
early retirement of officers of these grades 
who were not selected, an amendment to the 
general law extended their services for ap 
proximately 7 years after nonselection before 
their retirement becomes effective. 

I might add that after my very serious 
study of the present selection system, I think 
it tends to promote the efficiency of the officer 
personnel of the United States Navy. This 
system undoubtedly can be improved, and will 
be improved as time and experience indicate. 

Mr. Ditter. Now, sir, it does not apply in 
the Army, does it? 

Admiral Andrews. No, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Your first phrase there was 
that in all militaristic organizations the con 
ditions on which you predicate the need for a 
selection board are present, 

Admiral Andrews. It does apply to 
Army to a certain extent. 

Mr. Ditter. It does not apply in the lower 
brackets, does it? 

Admiral Andrews. 

When the estimate for pay of retired 
officers was considered members of the 
committee questioned Admiral Conard 
and Captain Wilkinson on the subject: 

Mr. Umstead. For pay of retired officers, 
you have an increase of $702,209. 

Admiral Conard. Yes, sir. The 1037 appro- 
priation was for 2,775 at $2,900.16, making 
$8,207,701 base, while the 1938 estimate covers 
3,011 at $2,989.04, making $9,000,000, an in- 
crease of 236 at an increased cost of $702,209. 

Mr. Umstead. During the fiscal year 1938 
there will be an increase of 236 retired naval 
officers ? 

Admiral Conrad. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Umstead. Can you give us an approxi- 
mation of the maximum number of retired 
naval officers which will ultimately be reached 
under the present system prevailing in the 
Naval Establishment? 

Admiral Conrad, I think we can 
that. 

Mr. Umstead. I understand that necessarily 
it can be only an estimate. 

Commander Wilkinson. In 1943, when we 
reach the authorized strength of 6,531, there 
will be approximatey 4,182. 

Ultimate Size and Cost of Ketired List 

Mr. Umstead. If the number of retired offi- 
cers ultimately reaches 4,182, what then do 
you estimate would be the annual cost of pay 
for that number of retired officers, 

Commander Wilkinson, The total cost for 
the line, staff, and warrant officers will then 
be $13,100,000. 

Mr. Umstead, The total will be $13,100,000 
Does the figure just given of 4,182 take into 
consideration the announced policy of the 
Navy to have its entire line-officer personnel 


the 


No, sir. 


furnish 


composed of graduates of the Naval Acad 
emy ? 

Commander Wilkinson. There are 6,531 offi 
cers in the line of the Navy, nearly all of 


whom are graduates of the Naval Academy. 


Mr. Umstead. And the estimated number 
of retired officers given by you as 4,182 is 
based upon having all of your line officers 


composed of graduates of the Naval Acad 
emy and a total line strength of 6,551. 
Commander Wilkinson. The number is 6,531; 
all line officers, yes, sir; and all graduates of 
the Naval Academy except such non-graduates 


as are now in the line. 
Mr. Umstead. Let me ask you further 
if those figures of total line strength and 


total retired line officers are premised upon 
the idea that all line officers continued on 
the active list will pass through the various 
grades after spending 7 years in each. 

Commander Wilkinson. Those who ulti 
mately retire for age will have spent 7 years 
approximatey in each grade. A number of 
officers, by reason of the greater need for 
numbers in the lower grades and a lesser need 
in the upper grades, will be retired in pass 
ing from the lower grades into successively 
higher grades. 

Mr. Umstead. That would not be because of 
any deficiency on the part of officers, but be- 
cause of a lack of vacancies in the higher 
brackets to take care of them. 








Commander Wilkinson, It is not because 
of any deficiency on the part of the officers, 
but because of the preference for the most 
capable officers in filling the upper brackets; 
and in the Navy, just as in any marine or 
commercial organization, the actual need for 
numbers in the higher ranks is necessarily 
less than in the lower. 

Mr. Umstead. Under the present system, 
regardless of how competent an officer may 
be, he may not be promoted because of a 
lack of vacancies in higher grades. When they 
fail of promotion, then they are retired in- 
stead of being retained in the grades in which 
they may be serving. Is that correct? 

Commander Wilkinson. The most compe- 
tent officers will always have promotion un- 
der the law. The law requires that the offi 
cers best fitted to perform the duties in the 
next higher grade shall be selected for pro- 
motion, There are a number of competent 
officers who are not so selected. Those offi 
cers who fail of selection in the grades of 
lieutenant commander, commander, and cap- 
tain, are retired. Under the present law leu- 
tenants, junior grade, and lieutenants who 
fail of selection will also, after a certain pe 
riod of years of further service be retired 
in those grades. 

Mr. Umstead. Then, if I understand you, 
under the present system of retirement, if 
there are ten positions in ranks above that of 
lieutenant commander to be filled, and there 
are 100 officers having the rank of lieutenant 
commander, you would select 10, and 90 of 
them would be retired. 

Admiral Conrad. No, sir; the 90 would be 
subject to further selection on the next oc- 
casion, 

Mr. Umstead. 
Is it next year? 

Admiral Conrad. 

Mr. Umstead. 
them ? 

Admiral Conrad. The law now provides for 
two. 

Mr. Ditter. 


When is the next occasion? 
Yes, sir. 
After that, what happens to 


Is it not three, Admiral? 


Selection Operation Explained 

Commander Wilkinson. The annual selec 
tion by the selection board is the number of 
officers required to fill vacancies in the next 
higher grades. They are chosen from those 
who are eligible in the lower grades; those 
officers are eligible who have spent 4 years 
in the respective grades. There may be a 
large group of such officers with 4 years’ 
service in grade. Usually the selections are 
made from the top of the group. Those officers 
who have reached a certain point in their term 
of service in grade—that is to say, those who 
have a certain number of years service in a 
grade and who have not by the time of reach- 
ing that point been selected—are retired, For 
instance, if there are 40 vacancies this year in 
the grade of captain, and there are 300 com- 
manders who are eligible by reason of 4- 
years service in grade, 40 will be selected, 
and 260 would remain on the commanders’ 
list. Now, let us say that 30 of those 260 
were about to reach the limit of service in 
grade, which is 28 years for the grade of 
commander—those 30, when they reached that 
limit of 28 years and had not been selected, 
although they had been eligible for selection 
for several years past, because of having been 
4 years in the commanders’ grade during the 
interim, would be retired. The remaining 230 
of the 260 eligibles who had failed of selec- 
tion would remain on active duty, and would 
be again subject to selection in the next year. 

Mr. Umstead. Would they remain on active 
duty until they had completed 28 years’ ser 
vice in the grade of commander? 

Commander Wilkinson. Yes, sir; 28 years 
commissioned service in all grades 


Mr. Umstead. Regardless of whether they 
were promoted, or not? 
Admiral Conard, Not necessarily in that 


grade, but 28 years of service 


Mr. Umstead. 28 years of service in the 
Navy. 

Admiral Conrad. Yes, sir. 

Commander Wilkinson. That is true, re 


gardiess of whether they had been promoted, 
or not 

Mr. Umstead. And regardless of how 
times they had been passed over 

Commander Wilkinson. Yes, sir; 
few. 

Mr. Umstead. 
extra numbers? 

Commander Wilkinson. No, sir: such extra 
numbers exist only for officers failing of selec 
tion in the lieutenant, Junior grade, and lieu- 
tenant grade. 

Mr. Umstead. What is the average age of 
graduates from the Naval Academy ? 

Commander Wilkinson, 22 years, 

Mr. Umstead. Then, you have a large num- 
ber of naval officers retiring who should be 
about the age of 50 years. 

Commander Wilkinson. This year I think 
there will be 33, which is the maximum al- 
lowed under the law. 

Mr. Umstead. At the age of 50 years. 

Commander Wilkinson. At approximately 
5O years of age. 

Mr. Thom. They will be retired? 

Commander Wilkinson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Umstead. Commander, as a rule, those 
men at age ™ in the Navy are in excellent 


many 
or how 
Would 


they be carried as 








physical condition, are they not? 

Commander Wilkinson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Umstead. And capable of rendering 
service, not only upon the basis of their 
training but upon the basis of their experi- 
ence, 

Commander Wilkinson, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Umstead. Yet, when you retire them, 
their services are lost to the Navy, and, ex- 
cept in case of emergency, they are of no 
further benefit to the Naval Establishment. 

Commander Wilkinson, They are, of course, 
a most valuable reserve. 

Mr. Umstead. I said except in case of emer- 
gency. 

Commander Wilkinson. There is no legal 
limitation to their employment while on the 
retired list except the annual restriction which 
is carried in the appropriation acts, 

Mr. Umstead. I understand that. 
emplated Employment of Retired Officers 

Commander Wilkinson. I might say with 
regard to the employment of officers who are 
physically able and competent professionally 
and mentally, that the legislation which is 
under consideration in the Department, con- 
templates the possibility of their employment 
for a longer period than is possible under the 
present law. 

Mr. Thom, That is a result of the report 
of the General Board, 

Commander Wilkinson, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Umstead. Commander, from your ex- 
perience and observation in the Naval Estab- 
lishment, aside from the duties performed by 
line officers, are there not many places in the 
Naval Establishment where an officer, who 
has retired at the age of 50 years, under the 
rules outlined by you, or under the procedure 
outlined by you, if he is in good physical con- 
dition and in the possession of all of his facul- 
ties, could render fine service to the Navy and 
to the Government? 

Commander Wilkinson. Yes, sir. There are 
no doubt officers whose services could be util- 
ized equally well in other branches of the 
Government, such as the Maritime Commis- 
sion, or the Department of Commerce, 

Mr. Umstead. Yet, at this time no effort 
is made so to utilize their services, so far as 
the Navy Department is concerned, 

Commander Wilkinson. No, sir. When they 
are retired, the appropriation acts limit their 
employment in the Navy, and there are cer- 
tain restrictions in the basic law on the em- 
ployment of retired officers in the Federal 
service, which prevent their employment in 
other departments. Removal of these restric- 
tions has also been considered by the De- 
partment in connection with the contemplated 
legislation which I have mentioned. 

Mr. Thom. What pay do those officers you 
mentioned receive on the retired list? 

Commander Wilkinson. They go on the 
retired list with 2% per cent per year of pay 
for the years they have served. Commanders, 
for instance, who have had 28 years’ service, 
will eventually receive 70 per cent of their 
pay. That percentage will apply, however, 
only to the pay alone, and not to allowances, 
so that the ultimate amount received by an 
officer, for commanders and captains, ta lit- 
tle more than half of what was received by 
them when on the active list. With respect to 
officers below the grade of commander, the 
pay at 2% per cent times the years of service 
results in a much lower fraction of their pay 
on active-duty basis, which they will receive 
on retirement, That is true because they have 
served a shorter length of time. The limita- 
tion for service In grade for Hentenant com- 
mander is 21 years, and for lHeutenants and 
lieutenants, junior grade, the periods are 14 
and 17 years, respectively, but that is extended 
by recent law by a further period of 7 years, 
making the periods 21 years and 14 years 

Dr. Ditter, Admiral, were you a member 
of this special board that studied this subject? 

Admiral Conard, No. sir: it was the General 
Board of the Navy that made the study 

Mr. Ditter. You were not a member of that 
board? 

Admiral Conard, 1 not 

Ketirements for Non-selection 

Mr. Ditter. To what extent is this estimated 
amount of retired allowances affected by the 
action of the selection board? In other words, 
how many of officers retired are re 
tired after having completed their full service, 


Cec 








wis 


those 


and how many have been forced to retire by 
renson of the action of the selection board? 
Admiral Conard, Well, there has been no 


action taken as the result of the findings or 
recommendations 

Mr. Ditter (interposing). IT am not talking 
about the recommendations of the board. You 
have here an estimate for 19388 for a certain 
number of officers who will be on retired pay 
Now, all of them are men who have been re 
quired to retire by reason of the action of 
the selection board? 

Admiral Conard. No, sir: they are all men 
retired under the present legislation, or men 
who are to be retired under the present legis 
lation. 

Mr. Ditter. The present legislation includes 
action by the selection board, does it not? 

Admiral Conard. No, sir: it does not 

Mr. Ditter. I wish you would bear with 
me; I am not speaking of the special board 
that has just recently completed its report. 

(Continued on neart Pages 
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Admiral Conard, I was. 

Mr. Ditter. The Navy Department has a 
body known as the selection board, 

Admiral Conard. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. And that body has been active 
over a number of years, or since the sub- 
stantive law was enacted creating a tribunal 
for selection, 

Admiral Conard. Yes, sir. I confused your 
question with the General Board. 

Mr. Ditter. I am speaking now about the 
selection board, The number retired is 3,011, 
I believe the figure is, and of that number, 
how many will retire, or how many have been 
retired, by reason of the action of the selection 
board? 

Commander Wilkinson, Approximately 500, 
or somewhat less, on the action of the selec- 
tion board, There are 1,000 retired by reason 
of reaching the age of @ years and volun- 
tarily, and 1,500 for physical disability. Those 
figures are subject to correction in the record. 

Mr. Ditter, There are approximately 500 
retired by reason of selection-board action; 
about 1,000 as a result of reaching the age 
limit of 64 years, and about 1,500 as a result 
of physical disability. 

Commander Wilkinson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Then, in round figures, taking 
the numbers you mentioned, there would be 
3,000. 

Commander Wilkinson, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Did not any of those officers 
of the Navy retire voluntarily ? I mean by that 
those who were not forced out by the selec- 
tion board, or who have not reached the age 
of 64 years, or have not suffered from any 
physical disability ? 

Commander Wilkinson. Yes, sir. I will 
break down that figure of 1,000 into the num- 
ber of retiring voluntarily and the number 
retired for age. 

Mr. Ditter. Can you break it down further? 

Commander Wilkinson. I cannot at this 
moment, but I will supply that for the record. 

Mr. Ditter. I should like to have a state- 
ment showing how you estimate this num- 
ber of 3,000, breaking it into all the classes 
of causes of retirement, including the selec- 
tion board, physical disability, and reaching 
the age limit of 64 years, and, also, showing 
those who have voluntarily retired, 

Commander Wilkinson. I will do so. 


(The statement referred to is as follows :) 


Number Pay 
Physical disability ........ 1,676 $4,077,215 
Nonselection ...........6.. 502 1,820,981 
rere 704 2,473,055 
SDs caktettéd widldiande cede 118 606,850 
Special acts of Congress ... 11 21,800 
UNE. tna’ tendeeeraveee 3,011 $9,000,000 


Mr. Thom, What do you mean by “volun- 
tary retirement”? 

Admiral Conard. They must have served 30 
years or 40 years. At the expiration of 30 
years, the officer may apply for retirement, 
and the President may grant it; at the end of 
40 years he has the statutory right to retire 
even though he may not have attained the age 
of #4 years. 

Mr. Thom. Then he gets retired pay in ac- 
cordance with his length of service. 

Admiral Conard. He receives three-fourths 
of his base pay. 

Mr. Umstead. Of course, an officer cannot re- 
tire at any time he desires, He can only retire 
voluntarily subject to the limitations which 
exist at the time, 

Admiral Conard. The law provides that 
after 40 vears of service he has the right to 


retire. Also certain officers not graduates of 
the Naval Academy may retire after lesser 
service, There are a number of them now on 


the retired list. 

Mr. Ditter. Admiral, can you tell me ap- 
proximately how much of the $9,000,000 will 
be due to the action of the selection board ? 

Admiral Conard, The statement you have 
asked for will present that figure (shown in 
previous table), 

Mr. Ditter. You do not have that off-hand? 

Admiral Conard. No, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Are you acquainted with the 
recommendation of the selection board or the 
special board appointed to pass upon this 
question? 

Admiral Conard. I am: yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Do you concur in the recommen- 
dations of that report? 

Admiral Conard, Not entirely. 

Mr. Ditter, Will an opportunity be given to 
any officers of your grade to make any fur- 
ther recommendations as to the recommenda- 
tions that have been brought in by this spe- 
cial board? 

Admiral Conard. I have had the oppor- 
tunity, and have made recommendations in 
regard to such features as apply particularly 
to the Supply Corps. : 

Mr. Ditter. Would you care to submit an ad- 
denda to the report of this special board with 
respect to any observations that you think 
might be helpful on this question of selec- 
tion, as a result of your experience in the 
Supply Corps? 

Admiral Conard. The report of that board 
was placed on a confidential status, although 





I think the report has been forwarded to this 
committee. 

Mr. Ditter. I will tell you now the complete 
report was placed in the hands of the com- 
mittee by Admiral Andrews, and also the 
résumé of the report which he has prepared. 
There is in the hands of the committee the 
complete report of the board, which is strict- 
ly confidential. Have you had an opportunity 
to study Admiral Andrews’ résumé? 

Admiral Conard, I have not. 

Mr. Ditter. If such an opportunity were 
given, would you care to prepare an addenda, 
and present any constructive opinion you 
might have on the subject? 

Admiral Conard, If there were points in it 
which I felt needed amendment, I would be 
glad to suggest it. 

Mr. Ditter. You have already said that you 
did not agree with what the Board did in the 
way of recommendations, 

Admiral Conard, That is the General Board's 
report; yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. Since the résumé is a summary 
of the General Board’s report, you could sub- 
mit an addenda to it. 

Admiral Conard. When I spoke of a résumé, 
I had the idea that it was not a résumé, 
but the final recommendation of the Bureau 
of Navigation as to what legislation should 
be had. 

Mr. Ditter. Will you be good enough to ex- 
amine those findings of Admiral Andrews, 
and then, if you have anything constructive to 
offer, will you submit it to the committee? 

Admiral Conard. I will be glad to do so. 
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Basic School MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Robert W. Boyd, March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, Wash., to Basie School, MB, NY4d., 
Phila. 

2nd Lt. Harrison Brent, jr., March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, Wash., to Basic School, MB, NY4d., 
Phila. 

2nd Lt. William D. Roberson, March 25, 
1937, det. MB, Wash., to Basic School, MB, 
NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Louis B. Robertshaw, March 25, 
1937, det. MB, Wash., to Basic School, MB, 
NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Alan M. Barclay, March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, NYd., Boston, to Basie School, MB, 
NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Donald C, Merker, March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, NYd., Boston, to Basic School, MB, 
NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. John H. Spencer, March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, NYd, Boston, to Basic School, MB, 
NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. James W. Ferguson, March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, NYd., New York, to Basie School, 
MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Wm. K. Davenport, March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, NYd., New York, to Basie School, 
MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Wade H. Britt, jr., March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, Norfolk NYd., Portsmouth, to 
Basic School, MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. William F. Kramer, March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, Norfolk NYd., Portsmouth, to 
Basic School, MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Elby D. Marton, jr., March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, Norfolk NYd., Portsmouth, to 
Basic School, MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Horatio C. Woodhouse, jr., March 25, 
1937, det. MB, Norfolk NYd., Portsmouth, to 
Basic School, MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Andrew B. Glatian, jr., March 25, 
1937, det. MB, NAS, Lakehurst, N. J., to Basic 
School, MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Charles R. Nicholson, March 2h, 1937, 
det. MB, NOB, Norfolk, to Basie School, MB, 
NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Stewart B, O'Neill, jr., March 25, 
1987, det. MB. NOB, Norfolk, to Basic School, 
MB, NY4d., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Roy Robinson, March 25, 1937, det. 
MB, NOB, Norfolk, to Basic School, MB, NY4d., 
Phila. 

2nd Lt. Charles L. Banks, March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, Quantico, to Basie School, MB, NY4d., 
Phila. 

2nd Lt. Edward W. DuRant, March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, Quantico, to Basic School, MB, NY4d., 
Phila, 

2nd Lt. George D. Rich, March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, Quantico, to Basic School, MB, NY4d., 
Phila. 

2nd Lt. Stephen V. Sabol, March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, Quantico, to Basic School, MB, NY4d., 
Phila. 

2nd Lt. Arthur H. Weinberger, March 25, 
1937, det. MB, NYd., Charleston, 8S. C., to Basic 
School, MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Maynard M. Nohrden, March 25, 
1937, det. MB, NY4d., Charleston, S. C., to Basic 
School, MB. NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Ralph Haas, March 25, 1937, det. 
MB, NAS, Pensacola, Fla., to Basic School, 
MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Ben F. Prewitt, March 25, 1987, det. 
MB, NAS, Pensacola, Fla., to Basie School, 
MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Robert W. Clark, March 25, 1937, det. 
MD, NP, Portsmouth, N. H., to Basie School, 
MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. John H. Masters, March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, NP, Portsmouth, N. H., to Basie 





School, MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Jean W. Moreau, March 25, 
det. MB, NP, Portsmouth, N. H., to 
School, MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Wm. H. Barba, March 25, 1937, det. 
MB, NYd., Portsmouth, N. H., to Basic School, 
MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Richard W. Wallace, March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, NYd., Portsmouth, N. H., to Basic 
School, MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Randolph 8S. D. Lockwood, March 
25, 1937, det. MB, NYd., Portsmouth, N. H., 
to Basic School, MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. George B. Bell, March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, NYd., Wash., D. C., to Basie School, 
MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Henry 8. Massie, March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, NYd., Wash., D. C., to Basie School, 
MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Richard Rothwell, March 25, 1937, 
det. MB, NYd., Wash., D. C., to Basie School, 
MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Frederick R. Dowsett, March 25, 
1937, det. MB, Parris Island, to Basic School, 
MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Robert B. Moore, March 2, 
1937, det. MB, Parris Island, to Basie School, 
MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. August F. Penzold, March 25, 
1937, det. MB, Parris Island, to Basic School, 
MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Levi W. Smith, jr., March 25, 
1937, det. MB, Parris Island, to Basie School, 
MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Winfrid H. Stiies, March 25, 
1937, det. MB, Parris Island, to Basic School, 
MB, NYd., Phila. 

2nd Lt. Paul R. Tyler, March 25, 1937, det. 
MB, Parris Island, to Basic School, MB, NYd., 
Phila. 

2nd Lt. John H. Earle, jr., April 2, 1937, re- 
lieved from present duty at MB, NYd., Phila., 
and assigned to Basic School, that Barracks. 

2nd Lt. John W. Graham, April 2, 1937, re- 
lieved from present duty at MB, NYd., Phila., 
and assigned to Basic Schooi, that Barracks. 

2nd Lt. Edwin L. Hamilton, April 2, 1937, re- 
lieved from present duty at MB, NYd., Phila., 
and assigned to Basic School, that Barracks. 

2nd Lt. Wood B. Kyle, April 2, 1987 re- 
lieved from present duty at MB, NY4d., Phila., 
and assigned to Basic School, that Barracks. 

2nd Lt. Hollis U. Mustain, April 2, 1937, re- 
lieved from present duty at MB, NYd., Phila., 
and assigned to Basic School, that Barracks. 

2nd Lt. Ormond R. Simpson, April 2, 1937, re- 
lieved from present duty at MB, NYd., Phila., 
and assigned to Basic School, that Barracks. 


1937, 
Basic 
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of Monterey, Calif. 

Capt. James K. Mitchell, Ist Cav. (Meez), 
Ft. Knox, Ky. 

Capt. Louis B. Rapp, 4th Cav., Ft. 
Ss. D. 

Capt. George W. Read, jr., 13th Cav., (Meez.) 
Ft. Knox, Ky. 

Capt. Donald W. 
Meade, 8S. D. 

Capt. John K. Sells, Ist Cav., (Meez), Ft. 
Knox, Ky. 

Capt. Lawrence G. 
Myer, Va. 

Capt. Thomas T. Thornburgh, 6th Cav., Ft. 
Oglethorpe, Ga. 


Meade, 
Cav., Ft. 


Sawtelle, 4th 


Smith, 3rd Cav., Ft. 


Capt. Frederick W. Drury, Ist Cav. Div., 
Ft. Ringgold, Tex. 

Capt. Alan L. Fulton, Ist Cav, Div., Ft. 
Clark, Tex. 

Capt. Eugene C. Johnston, Ist Cav. Div., 


Ft. Bliss, Tex. 

Capt. Charles H. Martin, Ist Cav. Div., Ft. 
Brown, Tex. 

Capt. John R. Thornton, Ist Cav. Div., Ft. 
Brown, Tex. 


FIELD ARTILLERY 
MAJ. GEN. UPTON BIRNIB, JR., C. of FA. 

Lt. Col. Jonathan W. Anderson, from West 
Point, N. Y., to student, Naval War College, 
Newport, R. I. 

Lt. Col. Ray W. Barker, from Ft. Sill, Okla., 
to 7th FA, Ft. Ethan Allen, Vt. 

Maj. Chauncey A. Bennett, from Gaines- 
ville, Fla., to QMC, Ft. Francis E. Warren, 
Wyo. 

Maj. Pierre Mallett, from Ft. Myer, 
to FA School detachment, Ft. Sill, Okla. 

Capt. Lewis 8S. Griffing, from Ft. Benning, 
Ga., to FA School Detach., Ft. Sill, Okla. 

Capt. Joseph A. Sullivan, from Minneapolis, 
Minn., to 10th FA, Ft. Lewis, Wash. 

Capt. Charles E, Hixon, from Ft. Sill, Okla., 
to student, Command and Gen. Staff School, 
Ft. Leavenworth, Kans. 


Va., 


Capt. John P. Kennedy, jr., from Ft. 
Bragg, N. C., to Hawaiian Dept., sailing 
from N. Y. May 19. 

Capt. Lawrence E, Heyduck, from Staff, 


FA School, Ft. Sill, Okla., to 2nd Ammuni- 
tion Train, Ft. Sill, Okla. 

Capt. Carl E. Berg, from Ft. 
36th FA, Ft. Bragg, N. C. 

Capt. Isaac L. Kitts, from Ft. 
to 16th FA, Ft. Myer, Va. 

Ist Lt. Francis G. Hall, previous orders re- 
voked. 

Ist Lt. Louis V. Hightower, previous orders 
revoked, 

From present duty as student, FA School, 


Sill, Okla., to 


Sill, Okla., 


| 





to student in advanced course in motors, FA 
School, Ft. Sill, Okla.: Ist Lt. Walter p. 
Goodwin, Ist Lt. Charles P. Westpheling. 
Ist Lt. Alva R. Fitch, from Ft. Bragg, 
N. C., to 2nd Div., Ft. Sam Houston, Tex. 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS 
MAJ. GEN. A. H. SUNDERLAND, C. of Cac. 

Col. John 8S. Pratt, from Ft. Humphrey, 
D. C., to Hawaiian Dept., sailing from N, y. 
May 29. 

Lt. Col. William W. Hicks, from Washing 
ton, D. C., to Army and Navy General Hog 
pital, Hot Springs National Park, Ark., for 
obser. and treat. 

Lt. Col. Eugene Villaret, from Charleston, 
8. C., to military attache, Belgrade, Yugo. 
slavia. 

Lt. Col. Philip 8S. Gage, from Washington, 
D. C., to 13th CA, Ft. Moultrie, 8S. C. 

Lt. Col. Edward B. Dennis, from Ft. Han 
cock, N. J., to Panama Canal Dept., sailing 
from N. Y. July 8&8. 

Lt. Col. Frank 8S. Clark, from 2nd CA, Ft, 
Monroe, Va., to instructor, CA School, Ft, 
Monroe, Va. 

Maj. Gerald B. Robison, from Hawaiian 
Dept., to instructor, CA School, Ft. Monroe, 
Va. 

Maj. Frank H. Hastings, from Washing 
ton, D. C., to 6th CA, Ft. Winfield Scott, 
Calif., sailing from N. Y. Aug. 4. 

Maj. Ferdinand F. Gallagher, from Bos 
ton, Mass., to Hawaiian Dept., sailing from 
N. Y. May 19. 

Maj. John T. de 
worth, Kans., to Panama Canal 
ing from N. Y. Aug. 4. 

Maj. Lloyd W. Goeppert, from 
Dept., to 2nd CA, Ft. Monroe, Va. 

From Ft. Leavenworth, Kans., to in 
structor, CA School, Ft. Monroe, Va.: Maj, 
Morris C. Handwerk, Maj. Parry W. Lewis. 

Capt. Frederick F. Scheiffler, previous or 
ders revoked. From Hawaiian Dept., to 
Univ. of Illinois, Champaign, Hl. 

Capt. Wayne L. Barker, from Ft. Worden, 
Wash., to student, CA School, Ft. Monroe, 
Va., sailing from 8S. F. July 7. 

Capt. Norman E. Hartman, from Ft. Win 
field Seott, Calif., to instructor, CA School, 
Ft. Monroe, Va., sailing from 8S. F. July 7 

Capt. Harry F. Meyers, from Ft. Leaven 
worth, Kans., to 69th CA, Ft. Crockett, Tex. 

Capt. George A. Chester, from Ft. Mon 
roe, Va., to llth CA, Ft. H. G. Wright, N. Y. 

From Ft. Leavenworth, Kans., to station 
indicated after name: 

Capt. Paul W. Cole, 68rd CA, Ft. 
thur, Calif. 

Capt. Paul B 
Til. 

Capt. John H. Madison, 62nd CA, Ft. Tot- 
ten, N. Y. 

From Ft. Monroe, Va., to 68rd CA, Ft. Mae- 
Arthur, Calif., sailing from N. Y., Aug. 4; 
Capt. John F. Gamber, 1st Lt. Roy K. Kauff 
man, 

Ist Lt. Harry F. Townsend, from Ft. Wor 
den, Wash., to Panama Canal Dept., sailing 
from 8. F. July 7. 

From present duty as student, CA School, 
to student, advanced tech. course, CA School, 
Ft. Monroe, Va.: Ist Lt. Frank A. Bogart, 
Ist Lt. John R. Lovell, Ist Lt. Milan G. 
Weber. 

Ist Lt. William F. Spurgin, from student, 
CA School, Ft. Monroe, Va., to USA Mine 
Planter “Schofield,” Ft. Monroe, Va. 

Ist Lt. Adam A. Koscielniak, from Ft. 
Monroe, Va., to 69th CA, Ft. Crockett, Tex 

Ist Lt. Charles C. Cloud, jr., from Ft. Mon- 
roe, Va., to 61st (A, Ft. Sheridan, Hl. 

Ist Lt. Albert F. Cassevant, from Ft. Mon 
roe, Va., to 62nd CA, Ft. Totten, N. Y. 

Ist Lt. William H. Harris, from Ft. Mon- 
roe, Va., to 11th CA, Ft. H. G. Wright, N. ¥. 

Ist Lt. Joe C. East, from Ft. Monroe, Va. 
to 6th CA, Ft. Winfield Seott, Calif., sailing 
from N. Y. Aug. 4. 

Ist Lt. Willis A. Perry, from Ft. Monroe, 
Va., to 3rd CA, Ft. Stevens, Ore., sailing from 
N. Y. Aug. 4. 

2nd Lt. Robert H. Kessler, from 52nd CA, 
Ft. Monroe, Va., to USA Mine Planter “Gen- 
eral John M. Schofield,” Ft. Monroe, Va. _ 

2nd Lt. John W. Romilein, from Ft. Sheri 
dan, Ill., to Philippine Dept., sailing from 
N. YY. May 19. 

2nd Lt. Oren Swain, from Ft. Winfield 
Scott, Calif., to Hawaiian Dept., sailing from 
8S. F. June 12 

2nd Lt. Alvin D. Robbins, previous orders 
revoked. From Ft. Totten, N. Y., to AC Prt 
mary Flying School, Randolph Fid., Tex. 


Camp, from Ft. Leaven 
Dept., sail 


Philippine 


MacAr- 


Kelly, 61st CA, Ft, Sheridan, 


INFANTRY 
MAJ. GEN. EDWARD CROFT, C. of INF 

Lt. Col. Maxon S. Lough, from Ft. Benning, 
Ga., to 38th Inf., Ft. Douglas, Utah, sailing 
from N. Y. Aug. 13. 

Lt. Col. Floyd R. Waltz, from State Col- 
lege, N. M., to instructor, Command and Gea. 
Staff School, Ft. Leavenworth, Kans. 

Lt. Col. Martin C. Shallenberger, from 
Vienna, Austria, to 13th Inf., Ft. Adams, R. I 

Maj. Nelson M. Walker, previous orders 
amended to read: To Philippine Dept. sail- 
ing from N. Y. May 19. 

Maj. Herbert G. Esden, from Ft. Wads- 
worth, N. Y., to Indiana Univ., Bloomingto®, 
Ind. 

(Continued on next Page) 
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Orders 
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Army 


Maj. Benjamin F. Caffey, jr., from Council 


Bluffs, Iowa, to Philippine Dept., sailing 
from S. F. April 9. 

Maj. Newton G. Bush, from Grand Rapids, 
Mich., to 22nd Inf., Ft. McClellan, Ala. 

Maj. Lester S. Ostrander, from Ft. Hayes, 
Ohio, to AGD, Hadgq. 3rd Corps Area, Balti 
more Md. 

From present assignment at Ft. Benning, 


Ga., to student, Tank course at Inf. School, 
Ft. Benning, Ga. 

Lt. Col. Maurice D. Welty 

Maj. Collin S. Myers. 

Lt. Col. Thomas J. Camp 
} Maj. Thomas A. Austin, jr 

Capt. Willis G. Cronk. 

Ist Lt. William N. Taylor 

Maj. Norris A. Wimberley, 
enworth, Kans., to student, 
Benning, Ga, 

From Hawaiian Dept., 


Leavy 


from Ft 
Inf., School, 


to station indicated 


after name 

Maj. Neal C. Johnson, 12th Inf., Ft. How 
ard, Md. 

Maj. Frank Lockhead, 24th Inf., Ft. Ben 
ning, Gia. 

Maj. Ben Stafford, 30th Inf Presidio of 
San Francisco, Calif. 


Capt. Edmund M. Gregorie, 4th Inf., Ft 
Lincoln, N. D. 
Capt. Clarence T. Hulett, 6th Inf., Jeffer 
son Bks., Mo. 
From Panama Canal Dept., to station in 


dicated after name 


Maj. Frank E. Barber, 12th Inf., Ft. How 
ard, Md. 

Maj. Winfield R. MeKay, 34th Inf., Ft 
George G. Meade, Md. 

Capt. Thomas M. Brinkley, Isth Inf., Ft, 


Hamilton, N. Y. 

Capt. G. Arthur Hadsell, from West Point, 
N. Y., to student, Inf. School, Ft. Benning, 
Gia. 

Capt. Andrew P. 
ders revoked. 

Capt. Harold V. Roberts, from Ft. Mis 
soula, Mont., to Hawaiian Dept., sailing from 
8. F. June 12. 

Capt. James C. 
Warren, Wyo., to 
from 8. F. June 11. 

Capt. Kenneth 8S. Olson, from 
Utah, to FD, Ft. Belvoir, Va. 
Capt. Robert J. Whatley, 
amended to read: To 22nd 

Clellan, Ala. 

Capt. Paul A. Pickhardt, previous orders 
revoked. From Ft. George G. Meade, Md., to 
San Francisco, sailing from S. F. June 12 for 
Hawaiian Dept. 


Foster, jr., previous or 


from Ft. Francis E. 
Dept., sailing 


Fry, 
Philippine 


Ft. Douglas, 


previous orders 
Inf., Ft. Me 


Capt. Harlan N. Hartness, from Berlin, Ger 
many, to Instructor, Command and Gen, Staff 
School, Ft. Leavenworth, Kans. 

Capt. John E. Nelson, from Ft. Benning, 


Ga., to 4th Inf., Ft. Missoula, Mont., sailing 
from N. Y. May 19. 
Capt. Joseph J. Billo, from Ft. Hamilton, 


N. Y., to Hawaiian Dept., sailing from N. Y. 
May 19. 


Capt. Harold G. Sydenham, from Ft, Fran 


els E. Warren, Wyo., to 24th Inf., Ft. Ben 
ning, Ga. 
Capt. Leroy C. Wilson, from Hawatian 


Dept., to 2nd Div., Ft. Sam Houston, Tex. 
From present duty as student at Inf. 
School, Ft. Benning, Ga., to duty as student 


in Tank Course, Inf. School, Ft. Benning, 
Gia 

Ist Lt. Loren A, Ayers. 

Ist Lt. Ernest M. Clarke 

Ist Lt. Arthur R. Cyr. 

Ist Lt. Samuel A. Daniel. 

Ist Lt. Charles S. O'Orsa. 

Ist Lt. Gerald G. Epley 

Ist Lt. James EK. Glattly. 

Ist Lt. David W. Gray. 

Ist Lt. Benjamin T. Harris 
Ist Lt. Oren BE. Hurlbut 

Ist Lt. Walter A. Jensen. 

Ist Lt. Raymond E. Kendall 
Ist Lt. Wendell H. Langdon. 
Ist Lt. Norman H. Lankenau 
Ist Lt. James L. Massey. 

Ist Lt. William H. Mikkelsen 
Ist Lt. Joseph M. Pittman. 
Ist Lt. Louis W. Truman 

Ist Lt. John C. Welborn. 

Ist Lt. Merle R. Williams. 

Ist Lt. Harry C. Quartier. from Ft. Ben 


ning, Ga., to QMC, Ft. Oglethorpe, Ga. 
From station indicated after name, to stu 
dent, Inf School, Ft. Benning, Ga 


Francis E. Warren, 


Wyo., to 


student, Inf 


_ Dorrance S. Roysdon, Ft. Sheridan, 
Ist Lt. Paul L. Freeman, jr., Ft. Wash 
ington, Md 
Ist Lt. Cyril J. Letzelter, previous orders 
revoked, 
— Lt. Francis Deisher, detailed in QMC, 
rom Ft. Benning, Ga., to Ft. George G 
Meade Ma 
am Vancouver Bks.. Wash.. to Hawaiian 
Pty stiling from S. F., June 12 
end Lt. William B. Kern 
ond Lt. William G. Proctor. 
— Lt. Henry C, Thayer, from Ft. Devens, | 
“ass.. to Hawaiian Dept., sailing from N 
May 19 
ay | 
“nd Lt Harold CC. Brookhart, from Ft. | 
| 
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School, Ft. Benning, Ga. 

2nd Lt. German P. Culver, 
Houston, Tex., to AC Primary 
Randolph Fid., Tex. 


from Ft. Sam 
Flying School, 


AIR CORPS 

MAJ. GEN. OSCAR WESTOVER, C. of AC. 

Lt. Col. William KE. Lynd, (maj.), from 
Washington, D. C.. to student, Naval War 
College, Newport, R, I 

Maj. William L. Boyd, 
Bliss, Tex., to student, AC 
Maxwell Fld., Ala. 


(capt.), from Ft, 
Tactical School, 


Capt. Oscar F. Carlson, from Chanute Fid., 
lll., to student, AC Engr. School, Wright 
Fid., Ohio. 

From station indicated after name, to 
Panama Canal Dept., sailing from N. Y., May 
j 

Capt. Manning EK, Tillery, Barksdale Fid., 
La 

Capt. Clarence D. Wheeler, Langley Fld., 
Va. 

Ist Lt. John J. O'llara, jr., Brooks Fid., 
Tex 

Ist Lt. William Ball, from Hamilton Fid., 
Calif., to Hawaiian Dept stiling from 8S 
F., June 12. 

Ist Lt. Daniel B. White, from Wright Fld., 
Ohio, to Santa Monien, Calif., sailing from 
N. Y., April 29 

Ist Lt. Ernest K. Warburton, previous 
orders revoked 

Ist Lt. Reuben (. Hood, jr., from Barks 
dale Fid., La., to Philippine Dept., sailing 
from N. Y., May 19 

PROMOTIONS 

Lt. Col. Albert P. Clark, MC, to Col 

Maj. Arturo Carbonell, MC, to Lt. Col 
Ch. James W. Elder, to Capt 

TRANSFERS 

Lt. Col. Edwin N. Hardy, Cav., to QMC 

Lt. Col. Peter C. Bullard, CE to Inf 

Maj. Jeo L. Gocker, Cav., to FD. 

Capt. James W. Mosteller, jr., CAC to CWS 
Capt. Andral Bratton, FA to QMC 
Capt. Harold P. Henry, Inf. to QMC, 
Ist Lt. Arthur A. MeCrary, CAC to SC, 


From Philippine Dept., to 3rd Sig 
Ft. Lewis, Wash. 


Ist Lt. William J 


Company, 
Given, FA to SC, 


WARRANT OFFICERS 
W. Oo. Wilfred F. Forsdick, previous orders 
revoked. 

W. ©. Orson L. Reeve, from Ft. Monroe, Va., 
to plant of Pusey and Jones, Wilmington, 
Dela.. in connection with construction of 
USAMP, “Lieutenant Colonel Ellery W. 


(Please turn to Page 60) 











MADE TO RETAIL FOR $3.50 


Made by L. & H. Stern, Inc., makers of fine 
pipes for 40 years, to sell at not less than 
$3.50. Choicest imported “aged” briar, 
perfect finish and balance. Exclusive “Park 
Lane” heat-tested bow! and triple filter assure 
clean, dry, mild 


permanent sWwee Less; 


smoking—from the first puff! NOW... 


WITH TWO 15¢ TINS OF 


BRIGGS 
PIPE MIXTURE 





ALL For /22 


If you know your pipes, you know that 





this offer is an amazing value. And why 
afford to offer? 


Simply to induce you to try Briggs Pipe 






can we make such an 






Mixture—because most men who do, stay 






with it for life. Money back quickly, if 






you're not delighted. BUT DON’T DE- 






LAY! We guarantee quality but not 






quantity of these pipes. If your to- 






bacconist can’t supply you — mail 






coupon today sure! This offer good 






in United States only. 





AT YOUR TOBACCONIST ...OR MAIL THIS COUPON 


Briggs, 119 West 40th Street, New York City Copr. 1037, by P. 1 ord Co., Ine 


Enclosed is $1.00 (check or money order, for salety). « nd me the special de luxe box con. 
taining 2 tins of Briggs and the genuine “Park Lane” briar pipe, as advertised 


ANJ) 








Name . 


A ddress _ 
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Personals is asked in a bill introduced in the House 
his week by Representative Carl Vin- 
rie xorth Daa atemens ase | SERVICE SOCIAL NEWS _| tr cists orice con 


tion, a quasi-official state aviation body 
composed of active pilots, has recently 
elected Capt. John C. L. Adams, 4th In- 
fantry as Vice President. Although an 
Infantryman, Captain Adams has done 
considerable flying as a sportsman pilot 
and wrote the original draft of three bills 
that are conceded by aviation and state 
bodies in North Dakota to be outstand- 
ingly beneficial in the promotion of pri- 
vate aviation. 
a 
Col. and Mrs, T. O. Murphy, USA-Ret., 
have gone for a three months absence at 
Army and Navy Hospital, Hot Springs, 
Ark., and Ft. Leavenworth, Kan., from 
their home, 6215—1I4th Street, N. W., 
Washington, D. C. 
atc 
Col. S. M. de Loffre, USA-Ret., and 
Mrs. de Loffre, who recently spent two 
months on the Riviera, are now in Rome, 
after which they will go to Florence, then 
to London. 
oH 
Mrs. Charles MeNary, wife of Senator 
MeNary, entertained at a luncheon March 
4 in honor of Mrs. Malin Craig, wife of 
General Craig, chief of staff of the Army. 
nineties 
Col. Alva Brasted, chief of chaplains 
of the U. S. Army, and Mrs. Brasted re- 
turned March 2 from a three-week motor 
trip through the Fourth Corps Area 
which includes Florida, the Carolinas and 





Alabama. They made one-day stopovers 
with the exception of a two-day visit 
with Mrs. Brasted’s brother, Capt. H. 


G. Crocker, AC, USA, at Maxwell Field, 
Ala. 
peices 

Brig. Gen, and Mrs. George Richards, 
USMC-Ret., are passing the winter in San 
Diego, Calif. Mrs. Richards, the former 
Mrs. Lydia Putney, was married to Gen- 
eral Richards last September. General 


Richards retired from the Marine Corps 
a year ago, after serving as ’aymaster of 
the Corps for many years. 





CHINA, GLASSWARE 


«¢EFOME is the sailor, 

home from the 

sea—.” And that which goes to 

make up a home is the subject of 

song and story. The small items 

contribute a large share to home 

making, chinaware, glasses, crystal, 
useful and decorative. 

Association members can furnish 
their homes at Association member 
stores. The thrill of home furnish- 
ing is increased by Membership 
Cooperation. 





469 FIFTH AVENUE, NEW YORK. N. Y. 














Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt went to An- 
napolis, March 1 to address the Naval 
Academy Women’s Club. The President’s 
wife had lunch with Mrs. David Foote 
Sellers, wife of Rear Adm. Sellers, USN, 
superintendent of the academy. 

Others at the luncheon were members 
of the board of the club. Mrs. Roosevelt 
spoke on the subject of slum clearance. 





Weddings and Engagements 

Mr. and Mrs, A. J, German of Water- 
bury, Conn., recently announced the en- 
gagement of their daughter, Henriette, to 
2nd Lt. Oliver J. Pickard, CE, USA, who 
was graduated from West Point, class of 
"B5. 

——+()-——- — 

The engagement of Miss Roberta Mace 
Jacques to Ist Lt, P, Ernest Gabel, AC, 
USA, was recently announced. 

Miss Jacques, one of the most attrac- 
tive members of the younger set of the 
Atlantie Side, came to the Isthmus from 
Huntsville, Alabama, and was graduated 
in 1930 from the Balboa High School. 

Lieutenant Gabel, a former resident 
Tampa, Fla., was graduated in 1933 from 
the United States Military Academy at 
West Point. No date has been set for the 
wedding. 

—_l-—- - 

Mr. and Mrs. Frank J. Novak of Bird 
Sanctuary, Fairfield, have announced the 
engagement of their daughter, Dorothea 
Elinor Novak, to Cadet Paul W. Schei- 
decker, son of Mrs. Anna Scheidecker of 
West New York, N. J. 

Cadet Scheidecker is a member of the 
class of '37, Military Academy at West 
Point. 

——_()--- = 

The engagement of Miss Jean Newhall 
Willetts to Lt. (jg) Walter D. Coleman, 
USN, has been announced. Miss Willetts 
is the daughter of Mr. and Mrs. William 
P. Willetts of Homewood, Roslyn, L. I. 
Her grandfather, FE. Walter Clark, owned 
America’s Cup Defender Resolute. 


——_()——- — 

Lt. Comdr. Patrick Hill, USN-Ret., and 
Mrs. Hill have announced the engagement 
of their daughter Josephine to Lt. Beverly 
Carter, USN, son of Mrs. FE. A. Carter of 
Washington and Jackson, Miss. 

Miss Hill is the niece of Lt. Comdr. 
Joseph Hill, USN-Ret., and Lt. Comdr. 
Owen Hill, USN-Ret., and sister of Mrs. 
Robert Brodie, jr., wife of Lieutenant 
Brodie, USN, and of Mrs. Rupertus, wife 
of Lt. Col. William H. Rupertus, USMC. 

The wedding will take place in St. 
Alban’s Church in this city March 20 at 
8 o'clock in the afternoon. 

Lieutenant Carter, who is a graduate 
of the United States Naval Academy, 
class of 1922, is at present on duty at the 
Naval Air Station, Anacostia. 

The Surgeon General of the United 
States Army, Maj. Gen. Charles R. Rey- 
nolds and Mrs. Reynolds announce the 
engagement of their daughter, Hebe 
Louise, to Mr. Marshall Beverley. 

Miss Reynolds is a graduate of the 
Spence School in New York City and 
made her debut this season in the Capi- 
tal. She is a descendant of Governor Leet 
of Connecticut and of other Colonial 
New York and Connecticut families. 

Mr. Beverley is the son of Mr. and Mrs. 
Harry Carter Beverley of Alexandria, 
Va., and is a member of the Byrd and 
Carter families of Virginia. He is a great 
grandson of the Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court, John Marshall. He was 
graduated from the Shenandoah Valley 
Military Academy and later entered Riggs 
National Bank. He was appointed later 
as assistant national bank examiner by 
the controller of the currency. 

No date for the wedding has been an- 
nounced. 





o-—-——— 

Announcement has been made of the en- 
gagement of Miss Charlotte Frances Reil, 
daughter of Mrs. Otto Reil of Evergreen 
Place, East Orange, New Jersey, and the 
late Mr. Reil, to Mr. Richard Chew Miller, 
son of Col. Alexander Macomb Miller, Jr.., 
Cav., USA, and Mrs. Miller. 








MISSLAURA ELEANOR CHURCHILL 

daughter of Col. and Mrs. J. M. Churchill, 

Inf.. USA, whose engagement to Ist Lt. 

John Drury Cone, Inf., USA., has been 
announced. 


Miss Reil was educated in South 
America and Paris, where her family has 
lived. Mr. Miller was graduated from 
Yale in 1928. 

4) 

Miss Vera Felicity Story, daughter of 
Mrs. Julian Story was married to Mr. 
Henry Latrobe Roosevelt, Jr., son of Mrs. 
Henry Latrobe Roosevelt and the late 
Colonel Roosevelt, one time Assistant 
Secretary of the Navy, at Philadelphia, 
Pa., March 2, 1937. 

The ceremony was performed in St. 
Luke’s Church in a setting of tall white 
candies and Easter lilies. The Rev. 
Thomas L. Harris officiated. The bride, 
who was given in marriage by her broth 
er, Mr. Julian Story, wore a gown of 
cream colored satin, made with a high 
neck and small buttons in the back from 
the neck to the waistline. Her tulle veil 
fell from a small twisted crown of the 
sume material shot with silver threads 
and she carried white lilacs. Miss Elea- 
nor Roosevelt, sister of Mr. Roosevelt, 
was among the bridesmaids. Mrs. Ed- 
ward Ewer, the bride’s sister, was the 
matron of honor. The other attendants 
were Miss Elizabeth Reeves, Miss Anne 
Tilden, Miss Martha Hopkins. The Misses 
Evelyn and Elaine Ewer served as flower 
girls. Mr. William M. Roosevelt served 
as his brother’s best man, and the ushers 
were Mr. Louis H. Van Dusen, Mr. Sam- 
uel K. Reeves, Jr., Mr. James B. Kerr, Jr., 
Mr. Harry Boas Maguire, Mr. George 
Strawbridge, Mr. Perry Benson, Mr. The- 
odore Frelinghuysen, Mr. Pennington 
Whitehead and Mr. John Whitney. 

After the ceremony there was a recep- 
tion at Mrs. Story’s house, which was 
decorated with ferns and white flowers. 
On their return from a wedding trip Mr. 
Roosevelt and his bride will reside in 
Whitemarsh, Pa. 





a 

Lt. Col. and Mrs. Harry Bowers Crea, 
Inf., USA, now stationed in St. Augus- 
tine, Fla., have announced the engage- 
ment of their daughter, Jane, to 2nd Lt. 
Joseph Michael Cummins, Jr., Inf., USA. 

Miss Crea attended George Washing- 
ton University where she was a member 
of Kappa Kappa Gamma. 

Lieutenant Cummins is the son of Col. 
and Mrs. Joseph M. Cummins, Inf., USA. 
He is a graduate of the United States 
Military Academy, class of ’34, and is 
now stationed at Ft. Benning, Ga., with 
the Twenty-ninth Infantry. 

Plans have been made for a June wed- 
ding. 





Awards of Foreign Medals 
The authority of Congress for a num- 
ber of officers of the Navy and Marine 
Corps to aecept decorations and medals 
awarded to them by foreign Governments 





mittee. 

Acceptance of decorations presented to 
members of President Roosevelt's party 
during his visit to Brazil last fall for 
the Pan-American Conference would be 
authorized under the bill. Among those 
who would be permitted to receive the 
awards are: Lt. Col. James Roosevelt, 
USMCR, the President’s son; Capt. 
Henry K. Hewitt, USN, commander of 
the USS Indianapolis, Capt. Paul H. Bas- 
tedo, USN, the President’s Naval Aide; 
Capt, Ross T. McIntire, MC, USN, phy- 
sician at the White House, Capt. C. ¢, 
Gill, USN, Lt. Paul W. Hord, USN, Lt. 
Augustus D. Clark, USN, and Capt. John 
D. Blanchard, USMC. 





Women’s Organizations 

(News of activities for insertion in 
this column should be addressed to the 
“Women's Club editor, ARMY AND Navy 
JouRNAL, 1711 Connecticut avenue north- 
west, Washington, D. C.") 

Washington, ID. €(.—The Army and 
Navy Chapter, Daughters of the Amer- 
ican Revolution, will hold its March 
meeting at the Army and Navy Club, 
Mrs. William IF. Pearson, Regent, pre- 
siding. 

The guest speaker will be Mr. Edwin 
N. Lewis, whose subject will be “His- 
tory and Patriotic Services of the 
Washington Cathedral.” 


The nomination for endorsement of 
Mrs. George J. Grimes for Vice Presi- 


dent General will be made at the after- 
noon session of the State Conference, 


Monday, March &. 
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Posts and Stations 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 
March 4, 1937 

Mrs. William D. Leahy, wife of Admiral 
Leahy, Chief of Naval Operations, was at 
home Feb. 27 for the last time this season, 
receiving in their quarters at the Naval Ob- 
servatory. 

Maj. and Mrs. G. B. Welch, OD, USA, of 
Ft. Monroe, Va., are stopping at the Mar- 
tinique. 

The Secretary of War, Mr. Harry H. Wood- 
ring entertained at a reception March 1 in 
compliment to President Manuel Quezon of 
the Philippine Commonwealth. The company, 
which consisted only of men, was made up 
largely of officers of the United States Army 
and Senators and Representatives on com- 
mittees which have to do with Philippine 
affairs. 

Capt. H. A. Murphy, Inf., USA, of Ft. 
Hamilton, N. Y., is at the Martinique for an 
indefinite stay. 

Mrs. Claude A. Swanson, wife of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, returned Feb. 28 to Wash- 
ington from a visit in the South. 

Capt. E. R. Wilson, (SC), USN, Naval Air 
Station, Norfolk, Va., Mrs. Wilson and their 
son are spending several days at the Mar- 
tinique. 

—" , 


ANNAPOLIS, MD. 
March 2, 1937 

Hirosi Saito, Ambassador of Japan, ad- 
dressed the Midshipmen of the First Class 
here on Feb. 27. 

Comdr. and Mrs. T. T. Patterson enter- 
tained at dinner an Feb. 23, in honor of 
Rear Adm. David Foote Sellers, Superinten 
dent of the Naval Academy, and Mrs. Sellers. 

“The Whole Town's Talking,” the Navy Re- 
lief Show, will be given on March 5, 6, 12 and 
13. 

Lt. and Mrs. William C. Shultz, and son 
William, jr.. spent a recent week-end and 
holiday with Capt. and Mrs. Franklin D. 
Karns, parents of Mrs. Shultz. 

Miss Jane Quigley, daughter of Comdr. and 
Mrs. William M. Quigley, of 483 Upshur Road, 
entertained a number of her schoolmates from 
the Madeira School, Washington, at a house 
party over the week-end. 

Lt. Comdr. J. H. Colhoun, USN-Ret., left 
this week to metor to San Francisco, Calif., 
to join Mrs. Colhoun, who is visiting her 
mother, Mrs. James Langhorne, of that city. 

Mrs. Franklin D. Roosevelt was the guest 
speaker at the Naval Academy Woman's Club 
on March 1. The meeting was held in Mahan 
Hall and Mrs. Roosevelt spok cn “Housing.” 


——_()—~——_ 


WEST POINT, N. Y. 
March 1, 1937 

Interests at the post this week centered 
chiefly in sports, skating, parties and in 
formal teas. On Monday the Cadet polo team 
played Pennsylvania Military College from 
Chester, Pa. On Wednesday the Army hockey 
team met Middlebury College-—-on Saturday 
there was a boxing match with Western 
Maryland College, a fencing meet with Yale 
University, a gymnastic meet with Princeton 
University and a hockey match with Massa 
chusetts Institute of Technology 

A duplicate bridge tournament was held at 
the Officers’ Club on Tuesday under the 
direction of Capt. George W. Hickman, jr., 
and Capt. Malcolm R. Kammerer. Eleven 
tables were in play—North and South top 
scores were held by Capt. and Mrs. J. V. 
Cole, Capt. Charles Dasher and Capt. R. 
Emery, Mrs. Gerald Counts and Mrs. W. T. 
Sexton, and Lt. and Mrs. R. Browning, East 
and West scores were held by Lt. and Mrs. 
E. H. McLemore, Mrs. John Roosma and Mrs 
E. R. Hulberg, Capt. and Mrs. J. H. Evans 
and Capt. George W. Hickman, jr., and Mrs. 
Whitelaw, 

Lt. John A. Berry, jr., and Mrs. Berry en 
tertained at tea on Sunday in honor of their 
kuest Mrs. Sandford Cluett of Troy, N. Y., 
and Mr. Harrison Bullock of Albany. Other 
sUests included Lt. Col. Gerald Counts and 
Mrs. Counts. Maj. Lloyd V. H. Durfee, Capt. 
Robert Gard and Mrs. Gard, Capt. John H 
Evans and Mrs. Evans, Capt. William J. 
Reardon, Mrs. Dorothy Durfee Graham, Capt. 
Andrew A. Frierson and Mrs. Frierson, Capt. 
& W. Hickman, jr., Lt. William H. Greear 
tud Mrs. Greear and Lt. Glenn F. Rogers. 

Lt. Col. Dennis E. MeCunniff and Mrs. Me 
‘unniff returned to the post on Tuesday after 
Missing several days in Annapolis where they 
Were the guests of the Commandant of the 
Naval Academy, Capt. Ford Todd, USN, and 
Mrs. Todd. The MeCunniff’s entertained at 
dinner on Saturday night for Lt. Col. Rob 
m. M Littlejohn and Mrs, Littlejohn, L. Col. 
wg E. Reinhart and Mrs. Reinhart and 

4), James L. Hayden and Mrs. Hayden. 

; Lt. Col. Gerald A Counts and Mrs. Counts, 
aoe ee G. Gard and Mrs. Gard, Capt. 
H Peeicen and Mrs. McLean, Capt. John 
— and Mrs, Evans, Capt. Charles L. 
Wattt, and Mrs. Dasher, Lat Thomas M 
— jr., and Mrs. Wattlington were 
Che r guests on Saturday of Mr. and Mrs. 

Mirles MeWillie of New York 





ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND, MD. 
March 1, 1937 

Student officers of the Ordnance School and 
their wives joined in entertaining at a de- 
lightful dinner dance at the Officers’ Club Feb. 
26. The entire post and a number of civilian 
friends were invited. Spring flowers were 
used about the club, a color scheme of red, 
white and blue being carried out in the table 
decorations. Cocktails were served in the 
downstairs lounge, and dinner served at long 
tables in the ball room, 

Those entertaining were Lt. and Mrs. John 
S. Walker, Lt. and Mrs. W. L. MeCulla, Lt. 
and Mrs. L. A. Bosworth, Lt. and Mrs, L. A. 
Barclay, Lt. and Mrs. E. C. Mitchell, Lt. and 
Mrs. W. M. Skidmore, Lt. W. A. Call, Lt. 
and Mrs. J. A. Meeks, Lt. and Mrs. F. M. 
Humphries, Lt. and Mrs. R. R. Klanderman. 

Guests attending were the Commanding 
Officer, Col. C. M. Wesson and Mrs. Wesson, 
Col. and Mrs. R. W. Case, Lt. Col. H. H. 
Zornig, Lt. Col. Z. L. Drollinger, Lt. Col. and 
Mrs. F. E. Gross, Lt. Col. and Mrs. K. F. 
Adamson, Maj. and Mrs. F. J. Atwood, Maj. 
and Mrs. W. W. Warner, Maj. and Mrs, E. L. 
Ford, Maj. and Mrs. R. L. Bowlin, Maj. and 
Mrs. E. €. Goebert, Maj. and Mrs. ©, F. 
Hofstetter, Maj. and Mrs. L. J. Compton, 
Maj. and Mrs. H. U. Wagner, Maj. and Mrs. 
G. W. Hirseh, Maj. and Mrs. J. L. Aman, 
Capt. and Mrs. J. E. Brown, Capt. and Mrs. 
T. K. Vineent, Capt. and Mrs. Hl, B. Turner, 
Capt. and Mrs. W. J. D’Espinosa, Capt. and 
Mrs. L. A. Skinner, Capt. and Mrs. C. 8. 
Thorpe, Capt. and Mrs. D. L. Van Syckle, Lt. 
and Mrs. H. A. Quinn, Lt. and Mrs. R. C. 
Butler, Lt. and Mrs. H. T. Marshall, Lt. and 
Mrs. J. W. Hansborough, Lt. and Mrs. 8. 
Smellow, Lt. and Mrs. F. R. Young, Dr. and 
Mrs. L. 8S. Dederick, Mr. Robert Kent, Miss 
Kathleen Burritt, Miss Florence Shaw, Miss 
Katherine Osborn, Lt. and Mrs. J. L. Eason 
and Capt. F. B. MeMullin. 

o 
LONG BEACH, CALIF. 
February 28, 1937 

At a brilliant banquet and ball last night 
Long Beach citizens honored Admiral Arthur 
J. Hepburn, Commander in Chief of the 
United States Fleet, and his senior officers, 
their wives and daughters. Festivities started 
with the banquet in Pacific Coast Club, where 
tables were decorated in blue and gold. In 
the receiving line were Admiral Hepburn, Ad- 
miral Claude C, Bloch, Commander of the Bat 
tle Force, and Mrs. Bloch; Governor and Mrs 
Frank F. Merriam, Mayor and Mrs. Thomas 
M. Eaton, Charles Henderson, President of 
the Chamber of Commerce, and Mrs. Hender 
son; County Supervisor Leland M. Ford and 
Mrs. Ford and Comdr. J. F. Daniels, USN 
Ret., and Mrs. Daniels. 

Fifty-five civilian hosts and hostesses as 
sisted in welcoming the navy guests and high 
school usherettes escorted guests to their 
tables. Music was by the string ensemble of 
the Woman's Symphony Orchestra. Among 
the special guests introduced were Lt. Col. 
C. M. Thiele, commanding Ft. MacArthur and 
Mrs. Thiele 

Blue and gold decorations, with flags, were 
used in the Municipal Auditorium for the ball 
attended by 1,000 couples. For the grand 
march, led by Governor Merriam, Admiral 
Block and their wives, “Anchors Aweigh” was 
played and there were solos by James Me 
Garrigle during intermissions between’ the 
dance music by an orchestra. 

Preceding the ball Lt. and Mrs, Frederic 
Withington entertained Rear Adm. and Mrs, 
Joseph K. Taussig and Lt. Comdr. and Mrs 
Harley Cope at cocktails in their Bay Shore 
Drive home, 

Lt. Comdr. and Mrs. John Roper, USS 
Pennsylvania, were hosts Friday night in 
their home at a buffet supper for their week 
end house guest, Mrs. Walter Schuyler of 
Beverly Hills. Lt. Comdr. and Mrs. William 
(. Wallace had a cocktail party Monday 
afternoon for seventy-five officers of USS 
Colorado and their wives 

Capt. and Mrs. Harry J. Abbet accepted a 
round of farewell courtesies the past week 
prior to their departure yesterday for a 
leisurely motor trip of a month to Washing 
ton, ID. (. by way of New Orleans and 
Florida. Captain Abbet has commanded the 
cruiser Chester for the past twenty months. 

Capt. George Anderson, commanding USS 
Arizoha, and Mrs. Anderson gave a_ buffet 
supper Thursday night in their apartment 
honoring Comdr. and Mrs. John Flynn, who 
arrived in port that day from Guam. Other 
guests had been in Guam, which made the 
party a reunion affair. Captain Anderson was 
formerly Governor of the island 


” 
FT. DOUGLAS, UTAH 
February 28, 1937 

Brig. Gen. and Mrs. W. C. Sweeney enter 
tained a number of guests at a delightful 
dinner party given at the Post Hall, Ft 
February 27, 1937, at the Post Hall, Ft 
Douglas, Utah. Covers were laid for twenty 
six guests. Prior to the party at the Post 
Hall, a Dinner-Dance affair, General and Mrs 
Sweeney entertained at a cocktail party at 
their quarters on the Post 

Miss Mary Higgins, daughters of Col 
James A. Higgins, Commanding General, 


Third Reserve Area, Salt Lake City, enter- 
tained a number of guests on the same oc 
casion. Miss Higgins’ guests numbered six 
teen and included a number of officers of the 
Post and their ladies. 

The guests were entertained during the 
course of the evening by featured singers with 
the 38th Infantry Dance Orchestra. During 
the evening Mr. William Call, of Salt Lake 
sang a number of solos among them, “Mother 
Machree,” which number was dedicated to 
Lt. Col. C. E. MeCarthy. Colonel and Mrs. 
McCarthy, and Miss McCarthy will leave the 
states in the very near future for their new 
station in the Philippines. 

Included among General and Mrs. Sweeney's 
guests were: Col. and Mrs. W. 8. Fulton, Lt. 
Col. and Mrs. ©. E. MeCarthy and Miss Me- 
Carthy, Lt. Col. and Mrs. H. B. Melntyre, 
Judge R. B. Porter, of Salt Lake City, Maj. 
and Mrs. Paul Brown, Maj. and Mrs, N. Me 
Neil, Capt. and Mrs. G. A. Taylor and Lt. and 
Mrs. L. R. Delmonico. 

0 


FT. BRADY, MICH, 
March 1, 1937 

Maj. and Mrs, J. L. Bachus gave a cocktail 
party at their quarters on February 22. All 
officers and their ladies of the post attended 
the function, 

Capt. and Mrs. H. M. Grizzard gave a cock 
tail party at their quarters on February 24th 
in honor of Capt. and Mrs. J. E. Brady, jr., 
and Capt. and Mrs. ©. G. Banks. Captain 
Brady is to depart for duty at Chicago on 
March | and Captain Banks will sail for the 
Philippines on May 27th. 

The Officers and ladies of the post gave a 
sleigh ride in honor of Capt. and Mrs, J. E. 
Brady, jr., on February 25. All participants 
met at Lt. Col. G. W. C, Whiting’s quarters 
at 5:30 p.m., and after refreshments departed 
on a four-mule sleigh ride. The ride ended 
at Colonel Whiting’s quarters where an ex 
cellent dinner was served, Every one thor 
oughly enjoyed the ride. Those participating 
were, Mrs. G. W. ©. Whiting, Mrs. C. R. 
Jones, Maj. and Mrs. 8S. F. Howard, Capt 
and Mrs. J. EK. Brady, jr., Capt. and Mrs. R 
W. Stika, Capt. Hl. M. Grizzard, Capt. M 
Alexander, Lt. C. E. Lundquist, Lieutenants 
R. Hobbs, H. L. Hofmann, J. H, MeMillan, 
M. W. Keach, H. Z Krawezak, C. 8. Pray, 
and W. K. Pillaum. Those joining after the 
ride were Maj. and Mrs, P. M, Crawford, Mrs 
J. L. Bachus, and Mrs. H. M. Grizzard, Lt. 
Col. G. W. C. Whiting, and Mrs. ©. E. Lund 
quist. Capt. H. M. Grizzard: was the one 
casualty of the ride caused by the second 
snowball thrown, striking him in the face 

“ 
SEATTLE, WASH. 
March 1, 1937 

Comdr. and Mrs, Erie L. Barr entertained 
a group of Army and Navy personnel in their 
new home which they have recently purchased 
on Capitol Hill, Their guests were Col, and 
Mrs. Henry A. Finch, Comdr. and Mrs, Her 
bert Bousson, Col. and Mrs. J. B. W. Corey, 
Maj. and Mrs. Joseph 8. Craig, Maj. and Mrs 
David M. Shearer, Maj. and Mrs. Otte Har 
wood and Capt. and Mrs. Francis Beebee 

Lt. Col. and Mrs. Philip Thurber gave a 
dinner at their home in Laurelhurst honor 
ing Maj. and Mrs. Harry Schroeder of Port 
land, Oregon. Their guests were Mr. and Mrs 
Carlos Pennington of Ft. Lewis, Capt. and 
Mrs. Paul Edwards, Capt. and Mrs. Arthur 
Trudeau, Later they took their guests to the 
Penthouse Theatre to see “Personal Appear 
ance,” 

Mrs. W. C. Bickford gave a bridge lunch 
eon in honor of Mrs, A. Miller of Englewood, 
N. J., who is a house guest of Maj. and Mrs 
John ©. Whiteomb. The guests were Mrs 
Miller, Mrs. John C. Whitcomb, Mrs. Harold 
Shefelman, Mrs, Francis Beebee, Mrs. Her 
bert J. Wild, Mra. Percy J. Nickolas and Mrs. 
George Kumpe 

Lt. and Mrs. Reamer de la Barre, Lt. and 
Mrs. 8S. J. Fuqua, USN, sailed Saturday on the 
liner President Grant for Manila, P. 1., where 
they will be stationed for two years 

Mrs. J. B. W. Corey, wife of Col. Corey has 
been elected president of the Ann Page Tay 
lor Guild of the Children's Orthopedic Hos 
pital. Mrs. Corey has been very active in the 
affairs of the Hospital 

Capt. and Mrs. Francis C, Beebee enter 

(Continued on nest Page) 
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tained at their home in the University Dis- 
trict for Col. and Mrs. Henry Finch, Judge 
and Mrs. John A. Frater, Col. and Mrs. J. B. 
W. Corey, Comdr. and Mrs, Eric L. Barr, Maj. 
and Mrs. Otto Harwood, Miss Ida Nell Me- 
Kinnon and Mr. John Wilson. Later the 
guests attended the hop at Ft. Lawton Club. 

Prior to the hops at Ft. Lawton, Col, and 
Mrs. R. P. Howell have had a series of small 
dinner parties since their return from the 
East. They have taken a house in the Uni 
versity District. 

In honor of Lt. Col. and Mrs, William D. 
Frazer of Ft. Worden, Judge and Mrs. John 
A. Frater gave a dinner at their El Monterey 
apartment in the University District. Their 
guests included: the president of the Uni 
versity of Washington, Dr. and Mrs, Lee Paul 
Sieg, Dean and Mrs. David Thomson, Col. 
and Mrs. Edward Kimmel, and Capt. and 
Mrs. Francis Beebee. 

Col, Lewis Turtle, CAC, gpiehamt-onder es 
from Quarry Heights, Cané e to recruit 
ing duty in Seattle to replace Col. William F. 
Sharp, FA, who was sent to the Presidio of 
San Francisco, 


o 


FT. BARRANCAS, FLA. 
March 1, 1937 

A farewell dinner party was given by the 
officers and ladies of Fort Barrancas in the 
Officer's Club at the Naval Air Station, hon- 
oring Col, and Mrs, Robert Arthur, Friday, 
Feb, 26, at 7:00 p.m, 

Col. Arthur is relinquishing command of 
Fort Barrancas, prior to being transferred 
to Honolulu. 

Col. Humbert addressed the party on be 
half of the officers and ladies of the garrison, 
expressing his regret, and that of every per- 
son connected with the post, that the Colonel 
and his wife were leaving. 

Col. Arthur spoke and said that he had en- 
joyed his tour at Barrancas and thanked the 
personnel of the post for their cooperation 
and support during his tour of duty with 
them. 

A dance honoring Col. and Mrs, Robert 
Arthur was given at Gorgas Hall, Friday, 
Feb. 26, by the Officers and ladies of Fort 
Barrancas. The receiving line included Col. 
and Mrs. Robert Arthur and Maj. and Mrs. 
Robert M. Carswell. 

Lt. and Mrs, Joe Yost entertained the offi- 
cers and ladies of Fort Barrancas with a 
cocktail party at the home of Lt. and Mrs. 
Julian introducing Maj. and Mrs. Robert 
M. Carswell and their daughter Miss Kath- 
erine Carswell, Friday, Feb. 26, at 4:30 p.m. 

Those present included: Col. and Mrs, Rob- 
ert Arthur, Col. and Mrs. George F. Hum- 
bert, Maj. and Mrs. Robert M. Carswell, Miss 
Carswell, Capt. and Mrs. J. B. Hafer, Capt. 
and Mrs. K. C. Bonney, Miss V. Bonney, Miss 
B. Bonney, Capt. and Mrs, M. A. Hatch, Capt. 
and Mrs. M. F. W. Oliver, Capt. and Mrs. 
J. R. Burnett, Capt. and Mrs, R. T. McLamore, 
Capt and Mrs. F. F. Kollmer, Capt. and Mrs. 
J. ©. Harriman, Miss Louise Harriman, Mrs. 
Whitehurst, Capt. and Mrs. C. BE. Rothgeb, 
Mrs. Winnfield, Capt. and Mrs. Granger An- 
derson, Capt. and Mrs. Engle, Capt. and Mrs. 
Cc. M. Conzelman, Lt. and Mrs. R. D. Glass- 
burn, Lt. and Mrs. Hunter, Lt. and Mrs. G. H. 
Crawford, Lt. J. L. Tobin, Lt. J. D. Wads- 
worth, Lt. E. W. MeLain, Lt. C. E. Caton, Lt. 
Rawles, Lt, Croaker and the hosts Lt. and 
Mrs. Julian and Lt. and Mrs. Yost. 
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RETIREMENT OF ENLISTED MEN 

The following enlisted men are retired at 
the place indicated on Feb, 28: 

T. Set. Gordon P, Brown, QMC, Ft. Du 
Pont, Dela. 

Set. Burl Parson, Inf., Ft. Benjamin Har- 
rison, Ind., with rank of 2nd Lt. 

Set. Winfred E. Littleton, AC, Kelly Fid., 
Tex., with rank of Ist Lt, 

M. Sgt. James W. Curlee, SC, Ft. Sum Hous 
ton, Tex, 

Ist Set. Peter MeGlone, Cav., Ft. 
Tex. 

M. Set. Robert L. Hatton, CAC, Ft. Crock 
ett, Tex 

Set. Allen G, 
Point, N. Y. 

Ist Sgt. George W. McCarthy, FA, Ft. Sam 
Houston, Tex, 

M. Set. Milton H,. Jackson, Cav., Ft. 
Kan. 

Suet. Joe MeKnight, MD, West Point, N. Y. 

T. Set. Bene Caplan, QMC, Ft. Oglethorpe, 
Ga. 

M. Set. Stuart Hawkins, DEML, Chicago, 
Hil. 

The following enlisted men are retired at 
the place indicated on March 31: 


Bliss, 
West 


McCormick, DEML, 


Riley, 


Ist Set. Ernesto Hidalgo, Inf.. San Juan, 


P._ 2B. 
I 








Cpl. Juan Mariano, CAC, (PS), Ft. Mills, 
>I 


Cpl. James Gayle, CAC, Ft. Mills, P. 1. 

S. Sgt. Ed Mylor, Cav., Ft. Oglethorpe, Ga., 
with rank of Ist Sgt. 

Cpl. Samuel B. Hoffar, CAC, Ft. Amador, 
C. Z., with rank of Sgt. 

M. Sgt. Alsa C. Howard, QMC, West Point, 
N. Y., with rank of Maj. 


BOARDS 

A board of officers composed of the follow- 
ing is hereby appointed for the purpose of 
submitting such recommendations for the re 
vision of Mobilization Regulations 4-2, as it 
many find advisable; Lt, Col. Paul W. Baade, 
(Inf.), GSC, Maj. Joseph P. Glandon, QMC, 
Capt. William R. Winslow, CE, 


RESERVES 

2nd Lt. C. W. Kitchens, jr., Air-Res., from 
Langley Fid., Va., to Panama Canal Dept., 
sailing from N. Y., April &. 

Capt. W. G. Wilson, Chem.-Res., to Pitts 
burgh, Pa. 

Capt. E. H. Vockrodt, Spec.-Res., to San 
Francisco, Calif. 

Lt. Col. F. F. Hennaman, FA-Res., previous 
orders revoked, 
Capt. J. G. Unruh, Ch.-Res., to Washingtor, 
oe id 

Maj. C. 1). Merrill, Inf.-Res., to Ft. Leaven 
worth, Kan. 

Following promoted to grade after name: 

Ist Lt. R. P. Mathison, CA-Res., to Capt. 

2nd Lt. N. P. Prime, CA-Res., to Ist Lt. 

2nd Lt. J. H. Walls, jr., Inf.-Res., to Ist Lt. 

2nd Lt. J. BE. Brooks, jr., Cav.-Res., to Ist 
Lt. 

2nd Lt, P. BE. Seely, jr., Inf.-Res., to Ist Lt. 

Ist Lt. C. C. Stewart, jr., Inf.-Res., to Capt. 

2nd Lt. V. D. Want, Sig.-Res., to Ist Lt. 

Ist Lt. L. H. Kemman, Inf.-Res., to Capt. 
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Astoria) June 1; to 12th Nav, Dist., San 
Francisco. 

Lt. (jg) Oliver Db. T. 
Ranger) to USS Truxtun. 

Lt. (jg) Kelvin L, Nutting, det. USS Altair 
in June; to instn., Naval Academy. 

Lt. (jg) Lynn (. Quiggle, det. USS Lam 
berton in June; to instn. Naval Academy. 

Lt. (jg) Charles H. Smith, det. USS Idaho 
June 15; to efo USS Jarvis and on bd. when 
commissioned, 

Lt. (jg) Arthur F. Spring, det. USS Dob- 
bin in June; to instn., Naval Academy. 

Lt. (jg) Harry C. Stevenson, det. USS R-2 
in June; to instn. Naval Academy. 

Lt. (jg) Robert H. Taylor, det. USS Hol- 
land in June; to instn, Naval Academy, 

Lt. (jg). Jack Berecaw Williams, det. USS 
Tracy in Mite kasama | Academy. 

Ens. Al WV. Dinwiddie, det. USS Ten- 
nessee March 18; to Asiatic Station. 

Ens. Robert B. Kail, det. USS Idaho March 
18; to Asiatic Station. 

Ens. Paul C. Stimson, det. USS New York 
in June; to efo USS Enterprise and on board 
when commissioned. 

Ens. Howard 8. Westin, USS California; 
to efo USS Yorktown and on board when 
commissioned, 

Lt. Alton C, Abernethy, (MC), James Brady 
Foundation, New York Hosp., to Nav. Hosp., 
Chelsea, Mass, 

Comdr,. Major C, Shirley, (SC), det. Norfolk 
Navy Yard, Portsmouth, April 30; to home, 
relieved all active duty. 

Lt. Comdr. Irwin D. Coyle, (SC), det. Nav. 
Aircraft Factory, Navy Yard, Phila., April 
30; to home, relieved all active duty. 

Lt. Comdr. Lamar Lee, (SC), Subm. Base 
Peatl Harbor; to Subm,. Base, New London, 
Conn, 

Lt. Comdr. David W. Mitchell, (SC), det. 
Nav. Supply Depot, San Diego, in March; to 
USS Nevada. 

Lt. Comdr. Horace D. Nuber, (SC), det. 


USS Nevada in April; to Navy Yard, Mare | 


Island. 

Lt. Comdr,. Harold C, Shaw, (SC), det. Navy 
Yard, Charleston, April 30; to home, relieved 
all active duty. 

Lt. James P. Dowden, (SC), det. Nav. Air 
Sta., Pensacola, April 1; to USS Ranger. 


February 27, 1987 

Rear Adm. Thomas T. Craven, det. as Cat. 
13th Nav. Dist., May 8; to home, relieved all 
active duty. Ors. Feb. 17, revoked. 

Lt. Comdr. Richard W. Gruelick, ors. Dec. 
8 modified. To USS Nevada as Ist Lieutenant 
and damage control officer; 
Fanning. 

Lt. Philip D. Compton, ors, Feb. 4 modified. 
To Naval Research Lab., Anacostia, D. C.; 
instead Norfolk Navy Yard. 

Lt. George D. Dickey, det. Naval Academy 
in May; to USS R-10. 

Lt. Thomas E. Renaker, det. USS Arizona 
April 15; to duty as Off. in Chge, Navy Retg. 
Sta., Louisville, Ky. 

Lt. (jg) Charles B. Brooks, jr., det. USS 
Worden in June; to instn. Naval Academy. 

Lt. (jg) John L. Chew, det. USS Monaghan 
in May or June; to USS Neches. 

Lt. (jg) Montgomery L. McCullough, jr., 
det. USS Macdonough in June; to instn. Na 
val Academy, 


Lynch, VB 1B (USS 





instead cfo USS | 


Lt. (jg) Alvin F. Richardson, det. USS Wor- 
den in June; to instn. Naval Academy. 

Lt. (jg) Walter W. Strohbehn, det. USS 
Decatur May 1; to instn. Naval Academy. 

Lt. (jg) Thomas L. Wogan, det. USS Nau- 
tilus in June; to instn. Naval Academy. 

Ens. Rodney J. Badger, det. USS Arizona 
March 18; to Asiatic Station. 

Ens. Fred Borries, jr., det. USS Arizona 
March 18; to Asiatic Station. 

Ens. Hubert B. Harden, det. USS Penn- 
sylvania in Jan.; to efo USS Yorktown and 
on board when commissioned. 

Ens. George R. Lee, det. USS Oklahoma 
March 24; to Asiatic Station. 

Ens. John J. Powers, det. USS West Vir- 
ginia March 18; to Asiatic Station. 

Gunr. Harold J. Gilpin, to USS Louisville. 

Gunr. Carl D. Sowell, to USS Dolphin. 

Gunr. James L. Treadwell, to USS Memphis. 

Ch. Mach. Shine 8. Halliburton, Nav. Air 
Sta., Norfolk, Va., to cfo USS Enterprise and 
on board when commissioned. 

Mach. William G. Bengel, to USS Concord. 

Mach. Samuel M. Brady, to USS Medusa. 

Mach. Paul EF. Dignan, to USS California. 

Mach. Richard CC. Girard, to Navy Retg. 
Sta., Des Moines, Iowa. 

Mach. Murray J. Hunter, to USS Chicago. 

Mach. Mathis 8. Johnson, to USS Concord. 

Ch. Elec. Wilky D. Walters, det. Nav. Air 
Sta., Pensacola, Fla.; continue trtmt. Nav. 
Hosp., Phila., Pa. 

Elec. Floyd X. Passmore, to USS Texas. 

Elec. Archer W. Wilson, to USS Quincy. 

Rad. Elee. Charles A. Williams, to USS 
Colorado. 

Ch. Pay Clk. Walter C. Chapman, desp. ors. 
Oct. 14 modified. To USS Salt Lake City; 
instead Receiving Ship at San Francisco. 

Actg. Pay Clk. Henry M. Fox, to USS 
Quincey. 


March 1, 1937 


Capt. Charles M. Austin, det. command USS 
Astoria March 15; to Naval Operations, Navy 
Dept. 

Capt. Charles W. Early, det. Nav. Exam. 
Board, Navy Dept., May 1; to home, relieved 
all active duty. 

Comdr. William J. Larson, det, staff, C. in 
C., U. 8S. Fleet, June 1; to Naval Academy 
as aide to Supt., Naval Académy. 

Comdr, Louis R. Moore, det. Nav. Research 
Lab., Anacostia, D. C., in June; to Naval War 
College, Newport, R. I. 

Lt. Comdr. Jerome F. Donovan, jr., det. 
Nav. Proving Grd., Dahlgren, Va., in April; 
to USS Arizona as gun. off. 

Lt. Bernard M. Gates, det. Naval Academy 
in March; to Asiatic Station. 

Lt. Albert B. Mayfield, jr., det. 
Academy in March; to Asiatic Station, 

Lt. Robie KE. Palmer, ors. Jan. 22 modified. 
To command USS 8-20 instead USS S-28. 

Lt. Charles A. Parker, det. Navy Yard, 
Portsmouth, N. H., in April; to USS Colorado. 

Comdr, Clarence J. Brown (MC), USS Re- 
lief; to USS Holland. 

Lt. Comdr. Wendell P. Blake (MC), det. 
Nav. Sta., Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, in April; 
to Naval Dispensary, Navy Dept. 

Comdr. Albert Knox (DC), det. USS Relief 
in April; to Asiatic Station. 

Comdr. Clemens V. Rault (DC), det. North- 
western Univ., School of Dentistry, Chicago, 
Tll., April 1; to USS Medusa. 

Capt. Duette W. Rose (SC), det. Navy Yard, 
Pearl Harbor, April 30; to Instn, Naval War 
College, Newport. 

Capt. William R. VanBuren (SC), det. staff, 
Cdr. Destroyers, Battle Force, April 15; to 
Navy Yard, Boston. 

Lt. Bion B. Bierer, jr. (SC), Navy Yard, 
Portsmouth, N. H.: to Nav. Sta., Tutuila, 
Samoa, 

Bosn. James S. Lees, Subm. Base, Pearl 
Harbor, to USS Tanager. 

Rad. Elee George Partis, to USS S-28. 

Ch. Pay Clk. Dorian D. Clark, USS Bridge: 
continue trtmt. Nav. Hosp., San Diego. 

Ch. Pay Clk. Carl M. Eysinger, det. Nav. 
Trng. Sta., Great Lakes, Ill. in May; to USS 
Minneapolis. 

Ch. Pay Clk. Charles C. Jordan, det. USS 
Minneapolis in June; to Receiving Sta., Nor- 
folk, Va. 

Actg. Pay Clk. Henry M. Fox, det. USS 
Quineyv in April or May; to USS Colorado. 

Actg. Pay Clk. Raymond G. Frey, to USS 
Wright. 

Ch. Carp. William G. MelIntyre, det. USS 
Relief April 15; to USS Rigel. 


Naval 


Asiatic Orders Feb. 23, 1937 

Capt. Alexander M. Charlton, staff, Asiatic 
Fit.; to Norfolk Navy Yard, Portsmouth, Va. 

Comdr. John R. Palmer, staff, Dest. Eqdn. 
4; to Nav. Torp. Sta., Newport, R. I. 

Comdr. John A. Terhune, to 11th Naval 
District. 

Lt. Comdr. Edward H. Jones, command 
USS Peary; to Office of Inspr. of Nav. Matl., 
San Francisco. 

Lt. Comdr. Joseph C. Hubbard, USS Cano- 
pus: to command USS Peary. 

Lt. Ernest S. L. Goodwin, to USS San Fran- 
cisco, 

Lt. Lawrence F. Connolly, Navy Yard, Ca- 
vite: to USS Black Hawk. 

Lt. George E. Ernest, USS Black Hawk; 
to USS Dobbin. 


Lt. (jg) Nicholas J. Nicholas, to Subm. 


Sqdn. 5. 
Lt. (jg) Thomas V. Peters, to Subm. Sqdn, 


”. 

Lt. (jz) James A. Adkins, USS 8-37; to Re. 
ceiving ship at New York, N. Y. 

Lt. (jg) David L. Whelchel, USS 8-39: to 
Nav. Torp. Station, Newport, R. I. 

Lt. (jg) Peyton L. Wirtz, USS 8-39; to Uss 
R-11. 

Lt. (jg) Bruce L. Carr, USS 8-38; 
R-4. 

Lt. (jz) Dudley W. Morton, to Navy Yard, 
Phila., Pa. 

Lt. (jg) Antone R. Gallaher, to Subm. Sqdn, 


to USs 


oo 

Ens. Paul T. Metcalf, to Subm. Sqdn. 5 

Ens. Joseph J. Staley, to Subm. Sqdn. 5 

Ens, Francis W. Scanland, to Subm. Sqdn 
oo. 

Ens. Albert Raborn, to Sub. Sqdn. 5. 

Lt. Comdr. Joseph F. Lankford (MC), to 
16th Naval District. 

Lt. Comdr William H. Whitmore (MC), to 
Navy Retg. Sta., Macon, Ga. 

Lt. Armand J. Pereyra (MC), to USS Ashe- 
ville. 

Lt. William E, Pinner (MC), to 16th Naval 
District. 

Lt. Comdr. Edwin F. Barker (SC), to 16th 
Naval District. 

Lt. William L. Knickerbocker (SC), 16th 
Nav. Dist.; to Dest. Div. 13. 

Lt. (jz) Aubrey J. Bourgeois (SC), det 
Dest. Div. 13; to Navy Yard, Puget Sound, 
Wash. 

Lt. C. B. Ridout (MC), Asiatic ors Feb, 8 
corrected: Dest. Div. 13: to 16th Naval Dis- 
trict. 


March 2, 1937 

Capt. Walter H. Lassing, det. Office of Chief 
of Naval Operations, Navy Dept., in April 
to Hdqrs., 11th Nav. Dist., San Diego. 

Comdr. Frederick W. Pennoyer, jr., det. 
Nav. Air Sta., San Diego, in April; to Bu. 
Aero., Navy Dept. 

Lt. Comdr. William H. Mays, Navy Yard, 
Mare Island, Calif.; to Asiatic Station. 

Lt. Comdr. Francis J. McKenna, det. Nay 
Air Sta., Norfolk, in May; to command VB 
8B (USS Enterprise). 

Lt. Comdr. Harry D. Power, det. Aide to 
Comat. 12th Nav. Dist., in March or April; 
to USS New Mexico as engr. off. 

Lt. Comdr. Walton W. Smith, det. VF Sqdn 
5B (USS Ranger) June 1; to Bu. Nav., Navy 
Dept. 

Lt. Arthur F. Anders, Nav. Trng. Sta., Nor 
folk, Va.; to Asiatic Station. 

Lt. John E. Beck, det. VS 11S (USS As 
toria) in April; to Nav. Air Sta., Seattle 

Lt. Robert W. Berry, det. Subm. Base, 
Pearl Harbor, in May or June; to comdr 
Subm. Force, U. 8. Fit., as aide and flag secy 
on staff. 

Lt. Argyll E. Buckley, det. VJ 1F (USS 
Wright) in April; to Nav. Air Sta.. Pensacola 

Lt. Stockard R. Hickey, det. USS Chicago 
April 1; to duty as Off. in Chge., Br. Hydro 
Office, Savannah, Ga. 

Lt. Kenneth (. Hurd, det. USS Bass in 
May or June; to Navy Yard, Phila 

Lt. William F. Ramsey, det. Nav. Sta. 
Tutuila, Samoa, in June; to Asiatic Station. 

Lt. William K. Romoser, duty as communi 
cation off., USS New York. 

Lt. Anthony L. Rorschach, det. Nav. Engr 
Experiment Sta., Annapolis, April 1; to c.f. 
USS Enterprise and on board when commis 
sioned. 

Lt. Frank H. Shoup, jr., det. Norfoik Navy 
Yard, Portsmouth, in April; to USS Arizona. 

Lt. Lewis Wallace, USS Barracuda; to com 
mand USS Barracuda. 

Lt. (jz) DeAtley I. Davis, ors. Jan. 22 modi 
fied. Det. USS Houston in April; to USS Are 
tic. 

Lt. (jz) William L. Dawson, det. Nav. Alt 
Sta., Pensacola, March 19; to Aircraft, Battle 
Force, ; 

Lt. (jz) Charles R. Gilliam, det. USS Sirius 
April 15; to instn. Naval Acadeniy 

Lt. (jg) Alden H. Irons, det. VO Sqdn 2B 
(USS Tennessee) in April; to Nay. Air Sta. 
Pensacola. 

Lt. (jg) Ashton B. Jones, jr., det. 
Cc. in Cc. U. S. Fleet, in June; to instn. Naval 
Academy. 

Lt. (jz) Ray C. Needham, det 
Saratoga) in April; to Nay. Air Sta., 
cola. 

Lt. (jz) John P. Rembert, | 
Sta., Pensacola, March 19; to Aircraft, 
Force, 

Lt. (jz) Jack Roudebush, det. Nav. Air 5» 
Pensacola, March 19; to Aircraft, Battle Foree 

Lt. (jz) John Shannon, det. staff, Comdr 
Battle Force, April 10; to ¢.f.0. USS Helm and 
on board when commissioned. 

Lt. (jg) Ernest M. Snowden, det. Nav Air 
Sta., Pensacola, March 19; to Aircraft, fattle 
Force, 

Ens. Benedict J. Semmes, jr., det 


staff, 
VB 2B (USS 
Pensa 


r., det, Nay, Alr 
tattle 


USS Mis 


sissippi April 5; to communir ation duty, 
Comdr. Battle Force. Nat 
Comdr. Logan A. Willard (DC), det. <8 


Air Sta., Pensacola, in April; to USS Relief. 
Lt. Curtiss W. Sehantz (DC), det. Navs 
Yard, New York, N. Y., April %; fo Asiatht 
Station. 
(Continued on Nert Page) 
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Aw Corps Non-Com Eligibles 


Following is a list of the first 250 staff 
sergeants of the Air Corps placed on the 
eligible list for promotion to technical 
sergeant: (Note—The list is effective as 
of Jan. 3, 1937.) 


1 Zinkann, Charles* 115 Jones, T. A. 


» Eaton, J. H.* 116 Kievet, Anthony 

3 Hayes, H. G.** 117 Henry, W. F. 

4 Howard, John** 118 Pruitt, Cecil 

5 Bauer, J.** 119 Barnhart, L. E. 

6 Donnelly, F. A.** 120 Martin, M. 

7 Routt, Homer** 121 Simpson, D. H. 

8 Smith R. 0.** 22 Hoppe, H. B. | 
9 Pryor, John 123 Barkhurst, F. M. | 
10 Maginness, J. A. 124 Laquatra, Leo 


25 Hygh, Relliford 
26 Mondt, Howard 
27 Wetzorke, Bruno 
28 Gurley, Bert E. 
29 Norich, A. I. 


11 Levesque, Ernest 1 
12 Campbell, W. H. 1 
13 Toohey, T. F. 1 
14 Birk, F. J. 1 
15 Dodd, John C. 1 
16 Silva, Louis T. 130 Smith, Anthony 
17 Gessula, Nissim 131 Aldrich, Guy A. 
18 Protivnak, M. 132 Moore, John H. 
19 Passwaters, F.M. 133 Deming, John B. 
# Crocker, John 8. 134 Worthen, Ray E. 
21 Balacke, Harry 135 Tuffly, E. W. 
136 Morris, W. C. | 
137 Dossett, Elbert 
138 Boyles, James H. 
139 Sarem, Jack 


#” Halsey, A. J. 
23 Wildman, A. A. 
24 Capps, D. M. 
“% Haga, Fred M. 


2% Rice, R. E. 140 Cheatham, C. W 
27 McGraw, M. A. 141 Kidd, Hf. O 
28 Gorges, A. J. 142 Fields, W. C. | 


Winfrey, O. A, 


29 Gilbert, C. M. 143 





30 Kerr, Raymond 144 Ward, W. M. 

31 Hoober, Asa ©. 145 Hampton, Jack 

32 Shaw, Carrell L. 146 Senter, H. F. 

33 Carr, Edward L. 147 Washburn, E. E. 

% Joyner, Charles 148 Gorman, A. J. 

35 Roziburski, M. M. 149 Benevides, J. H. 

%6 Cheatham, Roy D. 150 Froberg, G. W. 

17 Roeske, Myron 151 Eanes, Louis Vv. | 
38 Franklin, H. L. 152 Jensen, Oluf T. 


” Johnson, Karl R. ih Ross, D. W. 


| 
40 Rowen, H. J. 14 Wheeless, J. A. | 
41 Sheffield, W. K. 1 Eldridge, R. 
42 Fuecker, H. N. 156 Leonard, Dale F. 
43 Vielock, A. J. 157 Hansen, H. P. 
# Lash, Paul 158 Schultz, 8. J. | 
45 McConnell, J. C. 150 Chaudron, N. 
46 Oram, G. H. 16) Hammack, R. W. 
47 Williams, J. M. 161 Garduque, G. 
48 Brown, Jacob 8. 162 Bathey, G. H. 
49 Falls, Clyde L. 163 Martini, H. 
% Gardner, E. W. 14 Kannelt, H. B. 
Sl Kaeziba, A. 165 Yeager, A. C. 
82 Barlow, R. L. 166 Carr, G. W. | 
53 Moss, G. C. 167 Anderson,C.L. | 
& Schantel, A. 168 Criss, Karl W. 
% Caldwell, J. M. 169 Witwicki, K.M.A. 
56 Kirby, Louis A. 170 Mickey, E. 


57 Langston, W. E. 171 Huffman, FE. J. 


58 Chuturich, M. 172 Burton, Jack | 
% Gorin, M. 173 Tormey, T. P. | 
© Hunt, Homer H. 174 Fields, C. D. 

61 Peacock, F. H. 175 MacDermott,W.K. 
62 Elder, James C. 176 Schuette, A. A. | 
63 Morris, R. B. 177 Weiss, Joseph 

4 Hoffman, L. L. 178 Riviere, J. E. } 
6 Brooks, A. A. 179 Reilly, P. D. 

6 Simpson, Walter 180 Chovenitz, F. J. | 
67 Malkemus, G. D. 181 Caris, John A. 

68 Rubby, Louis 182 Hoekstra, R. 

69 Boudreaux, H. D. 183 Peterson, C. P. 

70 Monroy, P. D. 184 Ward, L. 8. 

7l Jernigan, W. H. 185 Weeks, A. C. 

72 Tucker, J. R. 186 Jolly, Arthur 

73 Fagan, L. W. 187 MeKown, F. F. 

74 Willett, Ray R. ISS Dooney, John J. 

7 Greene, R. H. 189 Walsh, Bb. A. 

76 Williams, L. 19) McGhee, L. L. 

77 Hurst, Frank 191 Norris, W. W. 

78 Paseman, Edwin. 192 Newland, G. V. 

7% Darey, L. J. 1938 Hagan, G. M. 

% Steine, David 194 Warren, H. M. 

81 Mehnert, W. 1% Shellhorn, E. 

82 Barker, A. C. 196 Ray, Floyd F. 

8% Antrim, R. H. 197 Terrell, Harry A 

& Kramberg, J. 198 Gregg, E. L. 

85 Skelton, E. F. 199 Meeks, John D. 

86 Alexander, H. 200 Harth, G. J. 

87 Hicks, Harry 201 Brock, Norris 

SS Sloan, Miles B. 202 Bisbal, G. A. 

8 Carter, Lloyd 208 Goulla, Jack 
 Blesh, Earl S. 204 Novak, L. W. 

91 Brucher, Martin 205 Boyles, G. D. 

92 Bright, C. EB. 206 Gutierez, A. 

% Fisher, BE. H. 207 Charbaugh, M. E 


om Simmons, J. A. 208 Carr, James W. 
~ Masterson, J. A, 200 Martin, Paul H. 
be Benson, H. P. 210 Hodges, H. P. 

ol Lazor, Thomas 211 Beckham, R. S. 
% Dearborn, J. E. 212 DeFord, Lyman 
Nipper, Eli H. 213 Smith, Sigsbee J. 
1 Armstrong, C. A. 214 Delaney, 8. J. 

101 McClellan, E. J. 215 Castlemaine, K.W. 
lor Whitaker, G. G 216 Chestnutt, H. L. 
108 Weltz, W. M. 217 Vidmar, Frank 
14 Dambroso, Tony 218 Parnes, Max 

105 Marshall, J. A. 219 Morrison, Jay P. 
1% Davis, G. R. 220 Armbruster, Otto 
107 Bennett, Paul D. 221 Tetu, Dona E. 


108 Fredericks, J. M. 
109 Seguine, Cecil C. 228 


999 


Bishop, C. N. 
West, H. L. 


= Silva, Manuel 224 Simpson, J. 8. 
~~ Flower, Abraham 225 Flores, Alberto 
* Platt, Graham 298 Peluso, Tony J. 


13 Brown, W. D. 227 


Bryan, Hugh 
114 Carlow, H. F. 228 


McLish, W. B. 


220 Ferguson, H. KE 240 Jones, G.S 

230 Slattery, H. 241 Dwyer, C. L 

231 Lawson, L. L 242 Laza, J. C 

232 Mishmash, C. J 243 Klapak, Andy 

233 Millard, P. L. 244 Podraza, W. H. 

234 Hall, Bolton 245 Pond, E. L. 

235 Kolb, P., Jr. 246 Williamson, H. 

236 Hunsberger, H.K. 247 Fajnik, N. 

237 Collins, Jacob 248 Hadley, F. EK. 

238 Mobley, E. A. 249 Ciphon, Paul W. 

239 Martin, T. V. 20) Anning, R. 8. 
(Note—*Appointed Tech. Sgt., Jan. 1; **ap 


pointed Tech. Sgt. March 1.) 





Navy Orders 
(Continued from Preceding Page) 
Lt. (jg) William H. Snyder (DC), det. USS 
Medusa April 12; to USS Chester 
Capt. William N. Hughes (SC), det. Bu. 8S 


& A., Navy Dept., in April; to Navy Yard, 
Pearl Harbor. 

Lt. Comdr. Edwin M. Hacker (SC), det. 
Nav. Air Sta., Pensacola, March 31; to home, 


relieved all active duty. 
Lt. (jz) John K. Chisholm (SC), det. USS 
Oklahoma in May; to Bu. 8. & A., Navy Dept. 
Lt. (jg) Allan M. Gray (SC), det. Nav. Air 
Sta., San Diego, in April; to USS Oklahoma. 
Mach. Otis M. Parker, det. USS Avocet in 
April; to USS San Francisco, 


Ch. Pay Clk. Rufus J. Harrell, det. 
Ranger in March; to Receiving Sta., Norfolk 

Ch. Pay Clk. Albert Hl. Richter, det. Nav. 
Trng. Sta., San Diego, in March; to USS 
Bridge. 

Ch. Pay Clk. Matthew C. Ryan, det. USS 


Colorado April 15; to Nav. Trng. Sta., Great 
Lakes 

Ch. Pay Clk. James R. Turnbull, det. Nav. 
Trng. Sta., Great Lakes, in April; to e.f.o, 
USS Brooklyn and on board when commis 
sioned, 

Actg. Pay Clk. Raymond G, Frey, det. USS 
Wright March 27; to USS Ranger. 

March 3, 1937 

Lt. Comdr. Watson O. Bailey, ors. Feb, 19 
revoked, Continue duty as Asst. Nav. Inspr. 
of Machy. Bethlehem Shipbldg. Corp., Quincy. 

Lt. Comdr. John J. Curley, jr., det. Aide & 
flag secy. on staff, Comdr, Subm. Foree, July 
1: to Navy Yard, Portsmouth, N. I. 


Lt. Comdr. Bernard F. Jenkins, det. USS 
New York May 1; to home, relieved all active 
duty. 

Lt. Comdr. Paul W. Rutledge, det. USS 


Louisville in April; to home, relieved all ac 
tive duty. 
Lt. Comdr. James B 


Ryan, det. USS Port 


land in April; to home, relieved all active 
duty. 
Lt. Comdr. Robert D. Twining, det. USS 


Chester in April; to home, relieved all active 
duty. 

Lt. Comdr. Louis R,. Vail, det. USS Min 
neapolis in April to home, relieved all active 
duty. 

Lt. Comdr. Robert J. Walker, det. 
Pennsylvania in April; to home, relieved all 
active duty. 

Lt. Comdr. John E. Williams, det. USS 
California in April; to home, relieved all ac 
tive duty. 

It. Albert R. Buehler, 
Muss.; to Asiatie Station. 

Lt. Charles R. Price, 
Asiatic Station 

Lt. John E. Shomier, jr., det. Nav. Trng 
Sta., San Diego, April 1: to USS Saratoga. 

Lt. (jg) William B. Braun, det. USS Chicago 
April 20; to USS Henderson. 

Lt. (jz) George Knuepfer, USS Holland; to 


USS 


Yard toston, 


Navy 


Sth Nav. Dist.; to 


Asiatic Station. 

Lt. (jz) Samuel A. MeCornock, det. USS 
Fairfax in March; to USS MeCormick. 

Lt. (jz) William J. Sisko, det. Nav. Alr 
Sta., Pensacola, March 19; to VS 5B (USS 


Marblehead) 

Lt. (jz) Kemp Tolley, USS Wyoming; to 
Asiatic Station. 

Lt. (jg) Kenneth W. Eikenberry (MC), on 
disch. trtmt. Nav. Hosp., Wash., D. C.; to 
home, relieved all active duty. 

Lt. Comdr. Elmer C. O'Connell 


(DC), det 


Nav. Hosgp., San Diego, in April; to Asiatic 
Station. 

Ch. Gnr. Joseph J. Cox, det. Nav. Ammun 
Depot, Dover (Lake Denmark), N. J., April 
1: to home, relieved all active duty 

Ch. Gnr. Harry T. Dodd, Nav. Torp. Sta., 
Keyport, Wash.; to Asiatic Station 

Mach. John J. O'Dea, USS Maryland; to 
Subm. Base, Pearl Harbor 

Ch. Pay Clk. Harley F. Wight, det, USS 
Neches in March: to USS Arctic 

Ch. Carp. John P. Paul, det. ¢.f.0. USS 
Vincennes April 1: to home, relieved all ae 
tive duty 





Coast Guard Orders 

Lt. Comdr. B. C. Wilcox, det 
signed Seattle Division 

Lt. (ig) BE. T. Hodges, det. Cape May Air 
Station, effective March 15; assigned Galatea 
for line duty 

Bosn. G. A. Olsen, relieved from all duty, 
effective March 1, 1937, and placed on the re 
tired list. 

Bosn. (L) H. A 
duty, effective March 1, 
the retired list. 


Tahoe, as 


Underhill, relieved from all 
1937, and placed on 


USS | 





OBITUARIES 


Coast Guard Headquarters announces 
the death of Capt. Harold Dale Hinckley, 
U. S. CG-Ret., on Feb, 28, 1987, at Seat 
tle, Wash. 

Captain Hinckley was born in Hyan 
nis, Mass., August 7, 1877. He was ap 
pointed a cadet from that state, on Au 
gust 16, IS97, receiving his commission 
us an ensign August 17, 1S00, and pass 
ing through the respective grades to 
captain, in July, 1929. 

Among his many and varied assign 
ments while in the Service, he also served 
in the World War, being in command of 
the USS Aloha, the USS Galatea and the 
U. S. Naval Transports Hancock and 
Princess Matoika, in foreign waters, for 
which service he was awarded the Navy 
Cross and Victory Medal with Transport 
clasp. Capt. Hinckley was also Superin 
tendent of the United States Coast Guard 


Academy, at New London, Conn, from 
April, 1923, until June, 1928, during 
which time he represented the Coast 


Guard at the Centenary Celebration of 
the Royal National Life-Boat [Tnstitution, 
in London, Mngland., 

Hinckley is survived by his 
Mabelle C, Hinckley. 


Captain 
widow, Mrs 


0 


The War Department has been notified 


of the death of Brig. Gen. John D.C. 

Iloskins, USA-Ret., at Germantown, Phil 

adeiphia, Pa., on March 1, 1987. 
General Hoskins was born Jan. 19, 


1846, in Missouri. He entered the U.S 
Military Academy July 1, 1864, and upon 
graduation in June, ISOS, was commis 
sioned a Znd Lieutenant of Infantry, On 
May 13, 1860, he was transferred to the 
Sd Artillery, He was promoted to Ist 
Lieutenant Dec, 20, 1875; to Captain of 
Artillery, June 7, 1897; to Major, Artil 


Births ® Marriages * Deaths 


(No charge for service notices in this 
column. Please notify promptly.) 


BORN 
ALEXANDER torn at the War Me 
morial Hospital, Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., 


March 1, 1937, to Capt. and Mrs. Moses Alex 
ander, Inf., USA, a son, Moses Alexander, 3rd 

AUER Born at Colon Hospital, Colon, C. Z., 
Feb. 14, 1087, to Set Mrs. A. M. Auer 
USA, a daughter. 


and 


Canal 
Mrs 


Colon Hospital, 
to 2nd Lt. and 
USA, a daughter 


torn at 


187, 
Iuf., 


COCHEL 
Zone, Feb. 11, 
Stephen Db. Cocheu, 

DENT Born at Ft. Banks Hospital, Bos 
ton, Mass., March 2, 1937, to Ist Lt. and Mrs 
Frederick R. Dent, jr., AC, USA, a daughter, 
Corra Lynn Dent 


SMITH-—Born at Ft tenning, Ga., March 
1, 1937, to Ist Lt. and Mrs, Aubrey Dewitt 
Smith, 20th Inf., USA, a daughter, Sharon 


Krueger Smith, granddaughter of Brig. Gen 
and Mrs. Walter Krueger, USA 

TRUESDELL Worn March 5, 1087, at Gov 
Island, N. Y., to Lt. and Mrs, Karl 
jr., AC, USA, a son, Karl Trues 
dell, ITI, grandson of Col, and Mrs, Karl 
Truesdell, Inf., USA, of the Army War Col 
lege, and of Col, John F, Clapham, AGD, USA, 
of Schofield Barracks, T 


ernors 
Truesdell, 


MARRIED 


KORFF-GRAEME Married at Washing 


ton, D. C., Feb. 27, 1087, Miss Alice Graeme, 
daughter of Mrs. Joseph Wright Graeme and 
the late Lt. Joseph Wright Graeme, USN, to 
turon Serge Alexander Korff 


PHILLIPS-FARWELL Married at the 
Navy Yard, Cavite, Philippines, Feb, 13, 1937, 
Miss Elizabeth Farwell, daughter of 
Capt Mrs. N. B. Farwell (SC), USN, to 
Lt. (je) Edwin Phillips, USN 

ROOSEVELT-STORY Married at) Phila 
delphia, Pa., March 2, 1987, Miss Vera Felicity 


Sara 
and 
Charles 


Story to Mr. Henry Latrobe Roosevelt, jr 
son of Mrs. Henry Latrobe Roosevelt and the 
late Col. Roosevelt, former Assistant Secre 
tary of the Navy 
DIED 
AYERS Died on train en route to William 


tenumont General Hospital, near Las Cruces 


N. M., Russell Gordon Ayers, jr., age 17, 
son of Maj. and Mrs. R. G. Ayers, Inf., USA 
Pics —— —_—- 

BEAMAN-— Died at Washington, DPD. ¢ 
March 2, 1937, Mr. William Beaman, who was 
a major with the Army Engineering Corps 
during the World War, and the son of the 


late Adm. George Beaman 





lery Corps, July 1, 1901; Lieutenant Colo 
nel, March 22, 1905, and Colonel, June 
1906. He attended the Artillery 
School, graduating in 874 

He was retired a Brigadier General on 
Dec, 27, 1908, at his own request after 
more than 40 years of service. He is 
survived by his widow, whose address is 
110 bk. Johnson Street, Germantown, Phil 
adelphia, Pa., and a daughter, the wife 
of Col. Julius ‘T. Conrad, USA-Ret., of 
Washington, D. C. 


oO” 
~—, 


‘> 

Maj. Ndmund Luff, USA-Ret., 
Chicago, Ill., Feb. 28, 1937. 

Major Laff was born in Sackets Harbor, 
N. Y., June 11, 1841. He enlisted in the 
Volunteer Service in the Civil War in the 
Chicago Board of Trade Battery Illinois 
Light Artillery, July 22, 1862, and was 
later transferred to the 12th Illinois Cay 
alry where he became a Captain in 1864, 
and was mustered out Oct. 2, 1865. He 
was commissioned as a 2nd Lieutenant in 
the Sth Cavalry in 1867 and became a Ist 
Lieutenant in 1870 and a Captain in 1883, 
retired in 1895 and was made a Major by 
Special Act of Congress in 1904. 

During the Civil War he was in the fol 
lowing engagements: Stone River, Elk 
River, Chickamauga, Peach Tree Creek, 
Farmington, Pulaski and Libertyville. 

During his service in the regular Army 
he did a great deal of Indian campaign 
ing through Arizona, New Mexico and 
‘Texas. In 1888 he marched with his regi 
ment from Ft. Concho, Tex., to Ft. Meade, 
S. D., which was the largest march taken 
by such a large body of troops in this 
country up to that time. In 1890 he was 
intimately connected with the last Indian 
campaign that our Army has ever had at 
Wounded Knee, 8, D. 

Major Laff has been a subscriber to the 
ARMY AND Navy JOURNAL continuously 
since its first edition 


BERLIN 
Washington, Db. 


Died at Providence Hospital, 
March 1, 1037, Mrs. Carrie 


I). Bertin, wife of S. Sgt. John Franklin Ber 
lin, USMC 

CAMPBELL Died at Ft. Sam lLouston 
Tex., Feb. 26, 1987, Maj. KRenben Adolphus 
Campbell, USA-Ret 

CHRISTIAN Died at Washington, Db. C 


Feb. 24, 1087, Set. Arthur J, Christian, USA 
DALTON Died at Washington, D, C., Feb 

28, 1087, Set. William EE. Dalton, USA 
DUNBAR. Died at Tientsin, China, Isat Sgt 


Alexander Dunbar, USA-Ret., brother of M 


Set. William Dunbar, 23rd Inf, ht. Sam Hous 
ton, Tex 
GREGG Died at Llong Kong, China, where 


she was visiting during a tour of the Ortent, 
Feb. 19, 1087, Miss Elizabeth Clare Gregg, 
daughter of Col. and Mrs. L. L. Gregg, USA 


Ret The remains will be returned to the 
United States for interment 
HINCKLEY Died at Seattle, Wash., Feb 


28, 1057, Iinrold Dale Hinckley, USCG 
Ret 
HOSKINS 
March 1, 1937, 
Iioskins, USA 
Conrad, wife 


Capt 


Died at Germantown, la 
Brig. Gen, John Deane Charles 
Ret,, father of Mrs. Julius T 
of Col. Julius T. Conrad, USA 
Ret Ile is survived by his widow, Mrs 
Amanda Homer Hoskins 
HUSCHKE Died aboard the USS Holland, 
Feb. 25, 1087, Lt. Comdr. Paul William Fred 
erick Huschke, USN 
LUFF Died at Chicago, 1 
Maj. Edmund Luff, USA-Ret 
PARKER -lled at 
1937, Col. James 8S. Parker 
ROWE Died 
Rowe, USN-Ret 
SPAKE Killed in plane crash near munici 
pal airport, Chieago, TIL, Feb. 27, 187, 2nd 
Lt. John DP. Spake Air Res 
SUMMERS. -Died at Chicago, IIL, 
1937, Mrs. Laura Dickinson Summers, aged 
83, daughter of Lt. John Dickinson, 97th 
Indiana Volunteers, killed in ae 
mother of Ada 8, Johannes, wif 
lienry C. Johannes, MC, USA 
Died at Oakland, Calif 
Urquhart, USCG 


Feb, 23, 1937 


Carmel, Calif., Feb. 27, 
USA- Ret 
Pharm 


recently, Ch Leland 


March 1 


Regiment 

tion in 1865 

of Maj 
URQUHART 


°7, 1987, Carpenter J. C 


iro municl 
17, Lael 


Killed in plane crash, me 
Chicago, Th, Feb. 27 
Wood Air- Res 


woob 
pal airport 
Lt. Clyde I 


TT TT 
MEMORIALS at ARLINGTOR 


Ww! specialize in designing and erecting 
monuments for Arlington and other ne 
tional cemeteries throughout the country 


Our Arlington catalogue and service is yours 
withent obligatior . os 
The J. F. Manning Co., Inc. 


1728 Connecticut Ave Washington, D. C 
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MERCHANT MARINE 


FINANCE 





Urges Selection Action 
(Continued from Page DA2) 


being created by the large number of mid 
shipmen being appointed, and it must be 
reduced in some way. It should be re- 
duced so that these very, very capable 
men will not be forced to retire, he said. 

“Figures submitted to the committee by 
the Navy Department,” he added, “show 
that a number of experienced aviators 
with very good records are being forced 
to retire and at the same time the navy 
is training additional men as flyers to fill 
their shoes.” 





THE 
NATIONAL METROPOLITAN BANK 
OF WASHINGTON 


ISTH STREET 
OPPOSITE UNITED STATES TREASURY 


Oldest National Bank in the 
District of Columbia 


ORGANIZED 1814 


Total Doposits $28,588,390.34 
Capital (Common Stock) 800,000.00 
Surplus (Earned) 800,000.00 
Profits (Earned) 875,913.92 


Member of the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 








QUICK LOANS TO 
COMMISSIONED 
OFFICERS 


If you have obligations you wish to 
settle immediately, you can borrow 
from us a lump sum, pay your debts 
and concentrate your liabilities into 
one contract. Pay us back in SMALL 
MONTHLY PAYMENTS for a term 


to suit your convenience. 


LOWER RATES ON LONG 
TERM CONTRACTS 


Serving the oflicer 


SINCE 1895 
gives us a better 
understanding of him. — No en- 


dorsement required, | 
| 


W. H. HOFHEIMER COMPANY INC. 
444 MAIN STREET--NORFOLK, VA. 
PHONE 21958 P. O. BOX 162 
CABLE ADDRESS--HOFCO 








To the Officers: 


Automobile Financing at 6% 


With big saving on insurance 


Indorsed Personal Loans 7% Discount 


Loans up to $400.00 without 
indorsers at SLIGHT in- 
crease in charge. 

QUICK SERVICE 
Government Employees Finance Corp. 
Ft. Worth Nat'l Bank Bidg. 

Fort Worth Texas 














Automobile Financing | 
Personal Loans ~ | 


OF ARMY-NAVY- MARINE CORPS OFFICERS 


NEW LOW MONTHLY PAYMENTS 
CONTRACTS UP TO 24 MONTHS 


SERVICE Sumance 


CORPORATION 
W.E.DEAN, PRESIDENT * J.C.MINUS, CHAIRMAN-BD 
vorth Alamo at 4th St SanAntonio, Texas 





Naval Bills Approved 


Legislation to enable the Secretary of 


the Navy to receive gifts of personal 
property and money for the Office of Na 
val Records and Library, Navy Depart 
ment, was passed by Congress this week. 

Recently the Navy Library lost a prof- 
ferred gift of valuable naval prints be 
cause immediate acceptance was required 
and in the absence of legislation of this 
character Congress must approve the ae 
ceptance of gifts by Government agen 
ces. The bill, S. 1128, already passed by 
the Senate, was approved by unanimous 
consent, March 1, and sent to the Presi 
dent for signature. 

Another Senate bill, permitting the ex 
change of land between the Marine Corps 
and the City of San Diego, Calif., at the 
Marine Base at the location was passed 
by the House and sent to the President, 
The House also approved a resolution 
correcting a provision in the legislation 
of last year authorizing establishment 
of a naval air station at Alameda, Calif., 
ond sent it to the Senate. 





’ . 
Status of Promotion 
ARMY PROMOTION STATUS 
Promotions and Vacancies on the Promotion 
List (Cumulative) since February 26, 1937 
Last promotion to the grade of Colonel 
Richard D. Newman. (Inf.), NGB, No. 27. 


Last nomination to the grade of Colonel 
Alfred H. Hobley, AC, No. 32.) Vacancies 
None, Senior Lieutenant Colonel—Elmer ©. 


Desobry, AGD, No. 33. 

Last promotion to the grade of Lieutenant 
Colonel-——Richard W. Cooksey, Cav., No. 33. 
Last nomination to the grade of Lieutenant 
Colonel—-Dana W. Morey, FD, No. 3s. 
Vacancies None. Senior Major 
Ifunt, FA, No. 39. 

Last promotion to the grade of Major 
John R. Hubbard, QMC, No. 58. Last nomi 
nation to the grade of Major Hollis BB. Hoyt, 
Inf., No. 68. Vacancies--None. Senior Cap 
tain—Arthur F. Gilmore, QMC, No. 69. 

Last promotion to the grade of Captain 
Willard R. Wolfinberger, AC, No. 13. Officers 
entitled—-None, 

Last promotion to the grade of Ist Lieuten 
ant--Adrian L. Hoebeke, Inf., No. 1958. Offi 
cers entitled-— None, 

Non-Promotion List 
Medical Corps 
Promoted to Colonel 

Lt. Col, Albert P. Clark. 

Promoted to Lieutenant Colonel 

Maj. Arthur Carbonell, 


Jess I 


0 


NAVY PROMOTION STATUS 
March 5, 10937 


The following are the last officers whe 
either have been commissioned in or have 
become due for promotion to the variou 
grades and ranks in the navy. 

Line 

Rear Adm. Harold L, 
Wilkinson, Comdr. 
Comdr. W. V. 


Stark, Capt. T. & 
Laurence F. Safford, Lt 
Hamilton, Lt. R. L. Morris. 
Medical Corps 

Rear Adm. Ulys R. Webb, Capt. J. C. Par 
ham, Comdr. John B. Farrior, Lt. Comdr 
Clifton A. Young, Lt. Julius C, Early, Lt. Gg 
Thomas Ferwerda. 
Dental Corps 
Barber, Comdr. Clements ‘V 
Comdr. Alfred R. Harris, Lt. Wi 


Capt. J. RR. 
Rault, Lt. 


liam 1). Stagner, Lt. (jg) Jesse V. Wester 
man. 
Supply Corps 
Rear Adm. Charles Conrad, Capt. HK 
Ransdell, Comdr. Louie C. English, Lt 


Comdr. Everett R. Feeney, Lt. J. 8. 
Lt. (jg) Leo J. MeNulty. 
Chaplain Corps 
Capt. Edward A. luff, Comdr. George $+ 
Rentz, Lt. Comdr. Earl M. Criger, Lt. Warre: 
F. Cuthriell, Lt. (jg) Roy F. Bishop 
Construction Corps 
Rear Adm. William P. Robert, Capt. FE. BR 
Norton, Comdr, Andrew TI. MeKee, Lt. Coma) 
Joseph C. Huske. Lt. Vietor Bi. Cole, Lt. (jg 
Richard E. Garreks. 
Civil Engineer Corps 
Rear Adm. Reuben E. Bakenhus. 
Henry G. Taylor, Comdr. Kendal B. Brage 
Lt. Comdr. C. T. Dieckeman, Lt. Horace RB 
Tones, Lt. (jg) Norman J. Drustrup. 


Bierer 


Capi 


MARINE CORPS PROMOTION STATUS 
March 5, 1937 
Last commissioned Last to make numbe 
Major General 
Louis MeC. Little Louis MeC 
Brigadier General 
James J. Meade James J. Meade 


Littl 


' 


Colonel 
sarrett Charles D 
Lieutenant Colonel 
James F. Moriarty Walter T. HI. 
Major 
Samuel W. Freeny 
Captain 
Raymond F, Crist, jr. Richard J. MeVherson 
First Lieutenant 
Donald W. Fuller Donald W 
Resignation of 2nd Lt. Dwight M 
accepted, effective Feb, 28, 1937 
Resignation of 2nd Lt. Sidney 
accepted, effective Mar. 1, 1937. 


Charles D. Barrett 
Gallifors 


Otto EB. Tarte 


Fulle 
Cheever 


S. MceMath 





Reenlistment Allowances 


(Continued from First Page) 
it, are there not? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir; 
the present time. 

Mr. Umstead, At the present time this really 
uffects only those men who enlisted prior to 
the effective date of the economy provision, 
whose enlistments have not expired. 

Admiral Andrews. That is right. You mean 
upon the termination of the first enlistment. 

Mr. Umstead. Yes. All the other men who 
have reenlisted since then, of course, have had 
notice of the fact that the money would not 
be paid. 

Admiral Andrews. I do not think we have 
given any special notice to that effect. 

Mr. Umstead. Admiral, the fact is that any 
person who renders service of any kind to the 
Federal Government for which he receives 
compensation, regardless of the rule in effect 
when he starts his service, accepts theappoint 
ment or enlistment, or whatever it may be, 
with knowledge of the fact tht both the salary 
and the allowances are subject to change at 
any time by the will of Congress. Is not that 
true? 

Admiral Andrews. I suppose that is true, 
Mr. Chairman; but I believe when you take a 
young man for enlistment and tell him that 
he will receive so much pay, and so forth, I 
think his impression would be that he will 
continue to draw that pay provided he per 
forms his work efficiently during the term of 
the contract. 

Mr. Ditter. It is also a fact, is it not, that 
the morale of the service, so far as the enlisted 
nen are concerned, has probably been built 
up by reason of the expectation that on each 
reenlistment the gratuity would be paid? In 
other words, the man who enlisted in 1926 
or in 1920, when he entered the service had 
the reenlistment privilege, and he had reason 
to hope and expect that his continuous service 
and good behavior and all those things going 
to build up morale would be recognized by the 
offer of this gratuity inducing him to reenlist. 
That would be helpful to the morale of the 
service, would it not? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. It has been in existence from 
time immemorial, has it not? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. I have been in 
the Navy almost 40 years, and we have had 
it all that time 

Mr. Ditter. As a matter of fact, it is a 
time-honored practice among many nations to 
pay a bounty for reenlistment in the public 
service, such as the Army or Navy. 

Admiral Andrews. I cannot answer that 
detinitely, but IT know that has been so in our 
service. 

Mr. Ditter. Is the ordinary seaman or en- 
listed man a better man after he has served 
# years and reenlists, than a raw rookie who 
comes in without any previous experience? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ditter. The service is better by reason 
of the fact that such a man does reenlist? 

Admiral Andrews. Yes, sir; provided he is 
a good man, 

Mr. Ditter. A man would not be accepted 
for reenlistment unless his record was good ? 

Admiral Andrews. No, sir: he must have at 
tained a certain standard. 

a 


This Week 


(Continued from First Page) 


that is true at 


MC, USA, from assistant commandant to 
commandant of the Medical Field Service 
School, Carlisle Barracks, Pa. would 
seem to indicate that there will be no 
change in personnel there despite the re- 
tirement of Brig. Gen. M. A. W. Shock- 
ley. Both Brig. Gen. Wallace De Witt 
and Brig. Gen Raymond F. Metealfe will 
remain in Washington, | hear. 
* * kK 
Col. R. E. Beebe, commanding the 18th 
Infantry, Ft. Hamilton, N. Y., expects 
4,000 to attend the Easter Reveille Ser- 
vice on the parapets overlooking the Nar- 
rows on the morning of March 28. The 
response the civilian clergy and citizenry, 
as well as the military, has given these 
impressive services is a tribute to their 
conception and conduct. 


Financial Digest 

The daily average volume of Federal] 
Reserve bank credit outstanding during 
the week ended Feb. 24, as reported by 
the Federal Reserve banks, was $2,466, 
(00,000, a decrease of $16,000,000 com- 
pared with the preceding week and with 
the corresponding week in 1936, 

On Feb. 24 total Reserve bank credit 
amounted to $2,460,000,000, a decrease of 
$18,000,000 for the week. This decrease 
corresponds with a decrease of $63,000, 
(v) in member bank reserve balances, and 
increases of $22,000,000 in monetary gold 
stock and $2,000,000 in Treasury currency, 
offset in part by increases of $21,000,000 
in money in circulation and $45,000,000 in 
Treasury cash and deposits with Federal 
Reserve banks. Member bank reserve bal 
ances on Feb. 24 were estimated to be 
approximately $2,100,000,000 in excess of 
legal requirements, 




















Financing 
Service 


to OFFICERS of the 
ARMY, NAVY, 
MARINE CORPS, 
COAST GUARD 


For Buying Cars, Making Loans 

and Buying Listed Stocks or Bonds 

on the Monthly Payment Plan. 
Charges: 


New Cars—4!/,°/, Discount 


(Plus Required Insurance) 


Loans—6°%/, Discount 





| 


Officers of the military, naval and kindred 

Federal Services are excellent credit risks, 

and are entitled to preferential interest 

and service rates; they should not pay 
more than above quoted. 


We do a WORLD-WIDE business; the 

only restriction we place on the move- 

ment of cars we finance is that we bo 
notified of the new location. 


Long Beach, Cal. San Diego, Cal. 
Ocean Center Bldg. S-wck 5 Big, 
Phone 649-27 trenalin 2633 





FEDERAL SERVICES FINANCE CORP 


7 4 wheat ks or 


Kashington, D 








LOAN S 


up to 
$300.00 


For Officers 


Without Endorsement 


* 
Lew Rates Immediate Serviee 
Monthly Payment Plan 


PUBLIC FINANCE SERVICE, Ine. 
2 W. Chelten Ave. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


S. G. Surgener, Mgr. 
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Naval Appropriations 

(Continued from First Page) 
for the building of battleships, gaining 
little support. At the conclusion of the 
reading of the bill, Representative Dier- 
man, of Iowa, moved to recommit the bill 
to cut its total to $400,000. This was voted 
down 1,257 to 83, in the only record vote 
on the measure 

Declaring that the Navy’s practice of 
training senior line officers as naval avia 
tors and giving them important aviation 
commands has had a bad effect on the 
morale of junior officers, Representative 
Sutphin, D. of N. J., proposed an amend 
ment to prohibit flight training for officers 
above the rank of lieutenant who are not 
already pilots. 

Representative Umstead the 
amendment on the ground that it had not 
heen considered by the committee and in 
vited Mr. Sutphin to come before them 
next year and present his amendment. 
The amendment was rejected by the 
House. 

Considerable debate resulted from an 
amendment offered by Representative 
Dirksen, R. of Til, to prohibit the holding 
of any fleet maneuvers or any fleet em- 
ployment plan beyond 300 miles from the 
coast of the United States. Mr. Dirksen 
declared that during maneuvers in recent 


opposed 


years in the West Pacific, Tokyo news 
papers were “filled with alarm,” and 
urged that every “possible friction” 


hetween the United States and other na 
tions be eliminated. Representatives 
Wadsworth, R. of N. Y., Knutsen .R. of 
Minn., and Umstead opposed his motion 


pointing ont that it would prevent the 
feet from defending Hawaii. The 
amendment was shouted down. Later 


Mr. Dirksen tried unsuccessfully to write 
into the bill a provision which would have 
required the withdrawal of Marines from 
China. 

Representative Colden, D. of Calif., pro 
tested against the building of the planned 
floating dry dock, declaring that two or 
three fixed graving docks of comparable 
size could be built for the same cost. 

A determined but unsuccessful effort 
was made to strike out the limitation in 
serted by the appropriations committee 
prohibiting the naval aircraft factory 
from building any but training planes. 
An amendment offered by Representative 
Stephan of Nebraska, to prohibit further 
expenditures for improvement of naval 
stations in the Philippine Islands was de 
feated. 

Representative Ditter, speaking before 
the House yesterday, urged that new 
quarters and barracks be provided for 
naval personnel in the Canal Zone 
“There is a crying need for new quarters 
ind barracks in Panama,” he said. “En 
listed men on both sides of the Canal 
must live in accommodations which are 
not at all suitable.’ The naval estab 
lishment should put this matter on their 
priority list for early action, he said, add 
Ing that the situation is also applicable 
to officers’ quarters to a lesser degree. 

As reported from the Appropriations 
Committee, the bill withheld funds for 
many projects carried in the budget esti 
mates and deferred appropriations parti 
ally on others. It is cut slightly below the 
record current appropriations. 

The bill as reported carries $526,555, 
128, for support of the Navy during the 
year beginning July 1, 1937. including a 
reappropriation of $10,000,000.) This is 
SIO4AT 104 less than current appropria 
Hons and $35,870,281 less (counting the 
reappropriation) than the budget 
mates which exceeded those of any pre 


esti 


vious peace-time year. Defending the 
total of the bill as being required by 
Mliey of building the Navy to treaty 


‘trength, the report of the Appropriations 
‘ommittee submitted with the bill, de 
clares that the annual cost of maintaining 
i treaty Navy will exceed the previously 
estimated $555,000,000 annual cost. 

lhe principal reductions made by the 


committee include abandonment of the 
Mec ublated joint) Army, Navy and 
‘rine Corps landing force exercises 


eg for Culebra, P. 1., refusal of 
scomthagd recommissioning of the am 
‘-.. ship Pyro, sharp scaling down 
allow: proposed Naval Reserve increases, 
mowance of 2,500 additional enlisted 


rs 7 


men instead of 3,000, 36 additional medi- 
cal officers instead of 108 as proposed in 
the budget, lesser amounts for procure- 
ment of ordance and chemical warfare 
protective equipment, deferrment of part 
of the funds allowed in the budget for 
replacement of barges, lighters and har 
bor tugs, and a cut in fuel oil, 
Public Works 

Several changes were made in the pub 
lic works program by the committee. Five 
hundred thousand dollars was added to 
the bill to permit construction to start on 
the authorized $3,500,000 graving dock at 
the Mare Island Navy Yard, and $117, 
000 for repairs and improvements at the 
Charleston, S.C. Navy Yard. A proposed 
one million dollar extension of Bancroft 
Hall at the Naval Academy was disal 
lowed with the recommendation that the 
Naval Affairs Committee consider the ad 
visability in view of the personnel situa- 
tion of reducing the enrollment of the 
Academy. Thirty thousand dollars for 
reconstructing a floating derrick at the 
Philadelphia Navy Yard was disallowed, 
und proposed extension of the Naval Air 
Station, San Diego, costing $750,000 was 
eliminated, the committee declaring that 
it “was not impressed that the improve 
ments proposed” are more than “in a de 
sirable category.” The proposal to have 
berthing and messing facilities for air 
detachments both ashore and affoat “may 
well be deferred and probably restudied 
with view to finding a less costly solu 
tion,” it was stated. 

In addition to those stated above the 
bill provides for the following public 
works : $1,000,000 for harbor and channe! 
improvement, $275,000 for mooring facili 
ties, and $140,000 for improvement of the 
water supply at Pearl Harbor, T. H.; 
$125,000 for marine aviation facilities at 
St. Thomas, Virgin Islands; $1,000,000 
for the newly authorized Naval Air Sta 
tion, Alameda, Calif. ; $1,500,000 for the 
new ship model basin limited in scope ; 
$155,000 for a library addition at the 
Naval War College ; $105,000 for mooring 
quay wall at the San Diego Naval Base ; 
$265,000 for improvement of the power 
plant at the Washington, D. C. Navy 
Yard, and $45,000 for a similiar purpose 
at the Charleston, S.C. Yard. 

The seheduled landing force 
mentioned above, would require the de 
tachment from regular service for about 
sox weeks of one transport and two cargo 
vessels to carry the personnel and equip 
ment for the maneuvers to Culebra. This 
would require expuenditure of an esti 
mated $451,380 for the employment of 
commercial transportation to replace the 
vessels in moving personnel and supplies. 
Kliminating this amount, the committee 
states: 

Such exercises 
number of participants, are no doubt of value 
but at the time it would seem, because 
of the great expense and the for funds 
in so many directions, to improve 
the physical condition of the Navy, affout 
ashore, that a way might be found to simulate 
the natural obtaining in the re 
mote areas it the practice to 
select, if they be landings 
cises, at isolated points along our own shores 
program them with the em 
schedules of combatant and auxil 


exercise 


despite the relatively small 
site 
need 
essential 
nnd 


conditions 
seems to be 
essential in exer 
or else so to 
ployment 
water 


iary craft as not to disrupt the routine 
transportation of freight and personnel 
Naval Reserves 
An increase of SS53,883 for the Naval 


Reserve, exclusive of the aviation cadet 
program proposed by the budget over cur 
rent appropriations was cut to $243,792 
by the committee. While denying the 
larger part of the proposed Reserve ex 
pansion, the committee permitted train 
ing duty for 300 officers and 500 men of 
the seagoing Volunteer 
against 122 officers and 250 allowed this 
vear and 700 officers and 1,000 men pro 
posed in the budget, It refused funds for 
bringing the Reserve divisions stationed 
in interior states to the Atlantic, supply 
ing subsistence to reservists participating 
in week-end cruises and proposed train 
ing of college students independently of 
the Naval ROTC units. The proposal to 
hold a Naval Reserve conference was al 
lowed but the committee cut the number 
ef officers whe could be ordered to active 
duty therefore from ZO to TA. Provision 
was made for training of 100) Merchant 
Marine officers to give an in 
sight into the practicality of the plan and 
afford more than a conjectural basis for 


Reserve us 


Reserve 


| 


determining the propriety of giving the 
matter continued and perhaps more ex 
tensive support. 


Engineering 
Under Engineering the Budget pro 
posed an appropriation of $22,900,000, 


which is $1,650,000 in excess of the sum 
currently available. Taking into consider 
ation, however, nonrecurring items cov 
ered by current funds, the actual increase 
the committee considered was $4,457,600, 
Of this amount it recommended $3,306, 
300. The major items which the commit 
tee has approved are: (a) To meet cost of 
new leave legislation, $474,400; (b) Re 
search and development, $1,107,000; (Cc) 
Changes and improvements to vessels, 
$290,000; (d) Construction of yard and 
district craft, $590,000. The latter is half 
that proposed by the budget. 

In announcing a cut from SS00,000 to 
8500,000 of funds for chemical warfare 
protective equipment on naval vessels, 
the committee that the amount 
recommended “will be adequate to supply 
requirements for active use and replace 
and deteriorated material and 
still allow a margin for adding to the 
reserve.” Reducing the budget estimates 
of $26,000,000 for ordnance and ordnance 
stores by $1,595,200, the cut to be applied 
at the discretion of the Chief of the Bu 
reau of Ordnance, the report says of the 
proposed procurement 

There is not an item in the entire list that 
have merit, nor any of any magpri 
tude the refusal of which the committees 
would be willing unconditionally to recom 
mend There would seem to be grounds 
for questioning the outhiy upon 
target practice and it is no doubt true that 
an amount is included in all of the items a 
no margin of safety, which would aggregate 
an oappreciable | stm The target-practice 
costs are stepped up nearly $1,200 000, about 
half of which consists of small-arms am 
munition, The committee that this 
matter to which the Department might 
give further study 


stutes 


obsolete 


does not 


proposed 


believes 
In 
well 

The report devoted considerable space 
to a discussion of the South Charleston, 
W. Va. Naval Ordnance Phlint, urging 
that some disposition be made of it 

Medical Increase 

Commenting on the proposed increase 
of 10S medical officers and its approval of 
36 additional to the present strength of 
the corps of SIO, the committee said 


The committee is unwilling to recommend 


the admission of so many officers into the 
Medical Corps at one time It would have a 
tendency to throw out of gear an orderly 
system of advancement through the several 
grades, not only for the number now pro 
posed, but for those who later may be ad 
mitted 


The committee refused approval of a 
proposed $6,000,000 increase in the Naval 
Supply Account Fund, disagreeing with 
the Navy Department's contention that 
the fund is not large enough to permit 
the buying of stores in the most advan 
tageous manner. Tt renewed its at 
tempt to provide funds for building up a 
reserve of strategic war materials, add 
ing 35,000,000 to the bill for this purpose 
Although not provided in the budget, for 
the past two years the House cominittee 
has added funds for this purpose, the 
item being defeated in the Senate. Funds 
for the procurement of 8,000,000 barrels 
of fuel oil were provided by the commilt 
tee, SOS,1L07 barrels less than proposed in 
the budget estimates and 104,857 barrels 


alse 


less than proposed in the budget esti 
mates and LOSST barrels less than the 
eurrent year 
Ship Model Basin 

As to the curtailed provision for the 
ship model basin, the report states 

ty net approved May 6, 1986 (49 Stat... p 
265, 1264), authority wa given to build a 
model basin establishment in the vielnity of 


Washington, D.C. ata total cost of 85,500,000 
net to exceed S100,000 for the 
lund. The 
proposition very 
ind) detailed 
ible for its 
projects 


including pur 
has given thi 
Pinus 


avail 


chase of committee 
eurnest consideration 
estimates of cost were 
study They 
ence of Which are in duplication of 
facilities existing at the laboratory of the 
National Advisory Committee for Aeronauticos 


Field, Va. Whilk not in 


disclose the pres 


at Langley perhaps 


tended primarily for aeronautical studies by 
Navy enginess they would be available for 
Heh Purpose tnd the committer: comeluded 
that if would be tiwise to ineorporate such 
feature inn plant coteeived and legishated 
for us an tp to «late urface and subsurface 
liige tirecdel testing: lasin Neither was the 
committee impressed with the need to build 
the plant on land not now owned by the 


Government. The committee's thought is that | 


a = 


the plant might very well be built on the 
property partly occupied by the Naval Re 
search Laboratory, at Bellevue, D. C. Such 
a course would save the provision of many 
facilities already available at the existing es 
tablishment, The appropriation recommended 
conforms with these ideas and is in the 
amount of $1 500,000, and stated so as to per 
mit the entire establishment being con 
tracted for at a cost not in excess of $2,500,000 

Aviation 
figures for aviation 
approved by the committee, calling for 
S49.500,000, apart) from $3,017,000) for 
aviation ordnance stores, The 1988 pro 
ecurement funds, including contract au 
thorization, will be employed as follows: 
251 replacement airplanes, $19,386,000 ; 
104 airplanes as an additional increment, 
S7.894,000; 42 airplanes for the Naval 
Reserve, $1,580,000; 2 nonrigid airships, 
$275,000; increase of inspection force, 
S51L.000: total, S20 186,000, 

The legislative rider inserted in last 
year’s bill to confine the Navy Aireraft 
Factory to manufacturing airplanes of 
the primary training type and prohibiting 
from building other than experimental 
engines, Which failed in the Senate, was 
put in this vear’s bill by the committee. 

The budget estimates of $26,705,700 for 
the Marine Corps were reduced by $142, 
S47, principally resulting from the denial 
funds to make the Culebra 
Inanuevers and by cutting the ration from 
Hi cents 

One hundred and thirty million dollars 
is provided in the bill for ship construe 
tion, compared to S157,000,0000 recom 
mended by the budget and $168,500,000 
appropriated for the current year. Tt will 
provide for carrying on construction of 81 
vessels and laying down 12 additional, As 
to the cut tn funds, the report states: 

Phe reduction of $27,000,000, which the com 
mittee is which is 


The budget were 


possible 


I cents to 


proposing and merely a 
would seem to be warranted upon 
ne grounds: It that 
nexpended on June 30 
appro imately $56,000,000 of funds now 
This being a continuing appropria 
stm, plus the S130,000.000)> whieh 
the commiftee is recommending, would give 
a total availability of S186 000,000, which com 
with a total expenditure 
present tisenl $180, 700,000 
doubtful if 


deferment 
the follow 
there will 
hhext 
availatele 

that 


is estimated 
rennin 


pares estimated 
year of 


this tigure 


during the 
It is 
reached 

Of course tt 


very will tn 


that work has 
thus far during 
Dhepartnnent 


iru thet 
the 


had 


progressed as rapidly 


present fisent yvyeur as the 


anticipated owing very largely to factors for 
Which the Department has been in ne way 
responsible If and when such retarding in 
Nuenees may be Urmonnted, an acceleration 
of werk quite naturally may be expeeted to 
ensue, and if to an extent that would eall for 


would = tn 
Without ex 


than 
veur 


uo larger expenditure rate 


Haintained throughout the 


cooling the funds that would be available 
Hnder the committee's recommendation, the 
shortage would need to be provided later in 
n defic eney tmensure 
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after capturing the City. Original, fine con 
dition, Size 11” x 20". A unique decoration 
for office or home Sell to highest bidder 
Captain Weigel 107 Durant Avenue, 


Cleveland, Ole 





COUNTRY HOMES 


Colonial house (1750), brick ends, 1% stories 


nemis repairs, Magnificent view overlooking 
Wicomico River Stock and tobaceo farm 
WO neres, necess to river, 86.500. Request list 
Maryland ined Virginian farms Leonurd 
Snider, La Plata, Maryland 





POSITION WANTED 


antes 
As nurse 
home 
in last place 
Journal 





or housekeeper in Officer's mother 
Highest Fifteen 
Write Army and 


years 


Navy 


references 


Box A, 








564 


ARMY AND. NAVY’ JOURNAL 


March 6, 1937 





Cut Fleet’s Battleships 

The number of battleships in the United 
States Fleet will be reduced to twelve by 
the end of the present fiscal year, accord- 
ing to present plans. Adm. William D. 
Leahy, Chief of Naval Operations told the 
House subcommittee on Navy appropria- 
tions that it is planned to increase the 
training squadron by the addition of the 
battleships New York and Texas. The 
squadron is at present made up of the 
battleship Arkansas, the demilitarized 
battleship Wyoming and 13 destroyers, 


Hits Walsh-Healey Enforcement 
In the course of debate on the Naval 
Appropriation bill in the House Thurs- 
day, Representative Carl Vinson, chair- 
man of the Naval Affairs Committee, said 
that Secretary of Labor Perkins’ failure 
to grant certain exemptions under the 
Walsh-Healey Act was causing a delay in 
the Navy's shipbuilding program. 
“There is being caused a delay in the 
construction of some 20 ships on account 








of the lack of being able to obtain steel 


and other necessary equipment,” he said. 
“Eleven of these ship are being delayed 
on account of the inability to obtain other 
equipment than steel.” 

Continuing he said that “jeopardy to 
the National Defense is but one of the 
grave consequences resulting from a de- 
lay in the procurement of structural steel. 
The construction of ships in any plant 
contemplates a well coordinated flow of 
structural steel, together with organized 
employment schedules. An interruption 
in the flow of steel must be attended by 
a suspension of labor.” 

It is the plain intent of the act “that 
the responsibility of making the determi- 
nation as when this impairment is 
threatened in the case of procurement 
lies, and should lie, with the Secretary 
of the Navy,” he said, It was not the in- 
tent of Congress he added, that “the pro- 
vision of the act of March 27, 1934, which 
established the program of national de- 
fense for the Navy, is to be overridden by 
the administrative ruling of another head 





of department in effecting the provisions 
of the public contracts act, which was 
primarily designed to overcome sweat 
shops.” 


Naval ROTC Enlargement 

Increase of the Naval ROTC from its 
present limit of 1,200 to 2,400 members, 
was approved by the Senate Naval Com- 
mittee this week. 

The committee re ge to the Senate 
a bill sponsored by the Navy Department 
authorizing the increase. If the measure 
is passed by Congress, it is planned to 
establish new units at leading universi- 
ties. 








Navy March | Promotions 

Incident to the retirement of Rear 
Adm. 8S. W. Bryant and Lt. Comdr. Wil 
liam A. Mason on March 1, 1937, the fol 
lowing officers became due for promo 
tion: 

Capt. Frank Hi. Sadler, 
liam W. Smith, Lt. Comar. 
ting, Lt. Charles W. Gray, Lt. 


Comdr. Wil 
Paul R. Glut- 
George C. 
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~ CALIFORNIA NEW YORK ; 
PRIVATE SCHOOLS 
FREE Information on 


ANNAPOLIS, WEST POINT, 

D a COAST GUARD, FLYING 
° ifrilliant success § in 

SCHOOL ww 
dents at 


exams, 24 yrs. Our stu 

Annapolis and West 

Point lead all other schools in average sending. Two- 
year Pre-College HIGH SCHOOL course 

COURSE saves half time 


AMMAR 
2901 CALIFORNIA STREET 
School 


Bo ANNA HEA for Girls 


College Preparatory and General Courses 
Aceredited—East and West 
Post (iraduate Department—Lower School 
Outdoor life the year ‘round 
Swimming Hockey Riding Tennis 
A homelike sehoo!l in a college town 
Write for illustrated catalog “A” 
“ras Many E.Wiison.M.L..L.H. bh. eee 
| 2588 Channing Way, Berkeley, alif. 


San Francisco 














en 

BOARDING, DAY, M LITARY, sk. 
COLLEGES, COM'L, ete. No fees. State 
registered Bureau. Helpful advice. 
Also a nee Camps. All catalogs 
FREE. Boarding Schools from $450 up 
Write or call an Educational Advisor 
at: 

National Bureau of Private Schools 

S22 Fifth Ave. (MUr. Hill 2-9422), New York 


P tory School 
COLU MBIAN Delnnty Gheinends 


*§ i ly ful in Preparing for 
West Point and Annapolis since 1909. 


Excellent record for winning Presidential and 
Naval Reserve appointments. Write for cata- 
log. PAUL W. PUHL, A.B., Prin., 1449 
Rhode Island Avenue, N.W., Washington, 








VIRGINIA 








AUGUSTA MILITARY ACADEMY 


One of America’s leading military academies, preparing 
for all colleges and the two Government Academies. 0 
years of successful work under one management. _Hoys 
from 28 states and several foreign countries. Infantry 
unit with Cavalry Troop as an additional feature. New 
‘ireproof Warracks; Splendid Equipment 








Rutherford Preparatory Schol 


Long Beach, 


thorough preperation that enables a bey to stay 
yest Point, as well as to pass entrance 


California 


Bolid, 
at Annapolis or 








$150. 00 reduction offered to sons of officers | 
yes Catalogue on request. Colonel T. J. Roller, 
8. Roller, Jr. Principals, Fort Defiance, Virginia 


“WEST POINT PREP” 


Millard Preparatory School 
4 School Preparing Boys Exclusively 
‘or West Point 
918 N St. N. W. Washington, D. C. 
HOMER B. MILLARD. Principal 























VIRGINIA EPISCOPAL SCHOOL 
LYNCHBURG, VIRGINIA 











i] h Directed by V a 
caetheay tess Saat laste formerly Prepares boys for College and University. Splendid en 
vironment and excellent corps of teachers, High stand- 
3185 FE. Ocean Blvd., Long Beach ard in scholarship and athletics. Healthy and beauti- 
ful location in the mountains of Virginia. Charges ex 
ceptionally low For catalog apply to: 
-——— Rev. Oscar deWolf Randolph, D. D. 
GEORGIA weenie 
WEST POINT— ANNAPOLIS ed 
| Preparation : 7 
Georgia Military Academy Bhbwirne School. 57th year. Three 
Offers hours from Washington. Near Sky 


Special courses preparing for the Exams 
For information address 
Wm. R. Brewster—G. M. A. 
College Park, Ga, 














MARYLAND 


Line Drive. Fully accredited. [re- 
pares for leading peters, West Point and 
Caval Academy. R. 0. T. C. Experienced 
faculty. All sports, Eleven sons of Army 
and Navy officers enrolled during 1935-36 ses- 

sion. Catalog. Col. Morgan H. Hudgins, 
Bex J. Waynesboro, Va. 








Cochran-Bryan 


The Annapolis Preparatory School 
Annapolis, Maryland 

A faculty of Naval Academy and University Graduates: 

yeers of experience in Preparing candidates for An- 
napolis, West Hoint, Coast Guard Academy. Catalog on 
request 

Highly tndividual Instruction 
SPECIAL RATES TO THE SERVICES 
Ww 





8. Cochran, ryeripe! 1 

Lt. Comdr., U.8.N_-Ret, it. ie) CBN Be” e .. getty a 

wee = Lieut.-Colomel, Military Intelligence Reserve 
NEW YORK Metropolitan 4741 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 





Georgetown Visitation Convent 
High School and Junior College for Girla 


Accredited by Middle States Association of 
Colleges and Secondary Schools. 137th year 
Gymnasium. Special rates to Service patrons 


The Head Mistress 
(500 85th St., N. W.. Washington, D. OC. 





ANNAPOLIS :. 





In 1935 and again in _ 1936 s 
Randles student stood No, 1 

competition for the 25 Naval 
Reserve appointments. (Tied for No. 1 in 1936 
This mark also won first Presidential.) Randles 
prepares exclusively for the Naval Academy. In- 
struction is individual. Meals and quarters are 
distinet!y superior 

a te SCHOOL 
B. W. Randies, Prin. 








1923 N. St., N.W. 
Washington, D. C. 








Preparing exclusively for the 


FOREIGN SERVICE EXAMINATIONS 


IPLOMATIC A 
CONSULAR INSTITUTE 














Preparing Exclusively for 
WEST POINT AND ANNAPOLIS 


Stanton Preparatory Academy 


CORNWALL, N.Y, 
6 miles from West Point New fireproof Dormit 
H. G. STANTON. Lt. Colonel, 0. RC.” 
Graduate West Voint, 1911; Instructor Dept. of Math 
West Point, 1914-17; Asst Prof., West Point, 1921 33 





These Schools 


® invite requests for ® 
catalogues and infor- 


« mation. In writing, , 
kindly wention The 
Journal. 











NELSON SCHOOL 


for Boys 
Individualized Education 


Preparatory and junior school employing tutoria) methods. 
Study habits and competitive stimulation. Five- and 
seven-day boarding plans. Transportation for day stu- 
dents. Year-round guidance continued at Camp Eagle 
Rock in Green Mountains 

Columbia 8235 


Telephone: 
2401 15th St., N. W. Washington, D. C. 








THE SULLIVAN SCHOOL 


Advanced Course 
Re-entrance Examination Preparation 
Raeclusively for Weat Point 
1915 N 8St., N. W. Washington, D. C. 
G. J. SULLIVAN, Principal 














Crawford, Lt. (jg) John C, 
Lt. (jg) John M. Boyd. 


Alderman, 





Marine Exams for Promotion 

The first 70 first lieutenants of the Ma- 
rine Corps on the promotion list approved 
Feb. 6, 1937, will be examined for pro. 
motion May 3, 1937. The list begins with 
Ist Lt. Francis T. Cunningham and goes 
through Ist Lt. Austin R. Brunelli. 

Written professional examinations for 
all second lieutenants completing the re 
vocable period of commissioned service jy 
the Marine Corps Sept. 1 will be con. 
ducted June 2, 1937. 





Army Nominations 
The following Army nominations were 
sent to the Senate, Feb. 26: 
Transfers 
To Quartermaster Corps—Capt. F. H. 
bel, CAC; Ist Lt. P. EB. Meredith, Inf. 
To Finance Department—Maj. C. P. Hay 
cock, Inf. 


Koer 


Promotion 
Dean Schamber, MC, to be captain. 


West Point Candidates 
The following candidates from the 
United States at large have been desig 
nated for the March 2, 1937, entrance ex 
amination with a view to admission to 
the U. S. Military Academy at West 
Point, New York, on July 1, 1937. 
National Guard 
Willard Cesillius Jensen, I’vt., Hq. 
Co, 121st Engrs., Washington, D. C. 
Cpl. Paul D. King, Co. I, 110th Inf., 342 
Walnut Ave., Greensburg, Pa. ' 
Presidential 





& Sve 


Robert D. Glessner, 1918 N &St., N. W,, 
Washington, D. C. 
Robert S. Bremer, Chicago, Ill. 


Robert Spencer Frazier, Vernon, Tex 
John H. Glass, Norfolk, Va. 
Claude Alexander McComb, 


Palmyra, Wise 





Assigned to Fleet 

The below listed aviation cadets were 
designated naval aviators Feb. 12, 1987, 
and ordered to active duty with the air 
craft squadrons of the Fleet. They will 
be detached from Pensacola on or about 
March 12, 1987. 

Jack A. Durham, 
Northampton. 


VS Squadron S, USS 


Ralph J. Richey, VS Squadron %S, USS 
Northampton. 

Max L. Fife, VS Squadron 9S, USS Pensa 
cola. 


Robert G. Fussell, VS Squadron 98, USS 
Salt Lake City. 
John P. Jones, 
ton, 
Seott P. 
Chicago. 
James W. 
Portland. 
Frank G. 
Louisville. 
Jacob H. 
Chester. 
Robert L. 
Yorktown. 
James EK. W. Whitener, 
USS New Orleans. 
James W. Lenney, 
Indianapolis. 


VS Squadron 9S, USS Hous 


Hawkins, VS Squadron 108, USS 
Klopp, VS Squadron 108, USS 
Kennedy, VS Squadron 108, USS 
Hlurst, VS Squadron 108, USS 
Tuxbury, VS Squadron 7B, USS 
VS Squadron 118 


VS Squadron 118, USS 


John Martinson, VS Squadron 118, USS 
Astoria. 

John B. Hulburd, VS Squadron 61, USS 
Concord, 

Alfred Wilstam, VS Squadron 5B, USS 
Trenton. 

Alfred I. Boyd, jr.. VO Squadron 2B uss 


Tennessee, 

Langdon K. 
Pearl Harbor. 

John W. Beam, 
Harbor. 

The below listed aviation cadets were 
designated naval aviators Feb, 12, 198%, 
and ordered to active duty with the air 
craft squadrons of the Fleet. They will 
he detached from Pensacola on or about 
Merch 19, 1937. 

Robert L. Stewart, 
Chester. . 

Joseph W. Blickensderfer, VS Squadron 125 
USS San Francisco. 


Fieberling, VP Squadron IF, 


VP Squadron 10F Pearl 


VS Squadron 108, USS 





hudd M. Murray, VS Squadron 128, USS 
Quincey. . oe 
Trooper A. Shaw, VS Squadron 128, US 
Tuscaloosa. 
Dependent Mother 
The Court of Claims this week rend 
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USN. whe sued for 
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» for 
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